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Mr. DeNMAN’s LAW oF EVIDENCE AMENDMENT BILL 
finally passed the House of Lords, but not without some 
sonsiderable alteration. In the bill, as it originally stood, 
he parties to an action for breach of promise of mar- 
ve were to be both competent and comp “lable wit- 
ses, now they are to be eompetent but rot compell- 
ble: besides which the evidence by a party of a promise 
made must be “ corroborated by materiel evidence in sup- 
port” of the promise. In the bill as it st< 1d, parties to 
proceedings instituted in consequer-ce of a: ultery, and 
heir husbands and wives, were to be both competent and 
sompellable witnesses; now they are to be competent 
itnesses, but the only event in which such a witness is 

o be liable to be asked and bound to answer ary ques- 
tion tending to show the commission of adu'tery by such 

itness, is where such witness has already, in the same 
proceeding, given evidence in disproof of such alleged 

dultery. 

Lastly, the solemn promise and declaration provided 
by the bill is only to be substituted for en oath when 
either the witness objects to take an oath or is objected to 

incompetent to take an oath, and the presiding judge is 
satisfied that the taking of an oath would have no bind- 
ing effect upon the conscience of the witness, 

The alterations of the Lords remove all ihe objections 
which were formerly tenable against the bill, and it will, 
if it becomes law, which it doubtless will, have a 
salutary effect upon the advancement of the ends of 
jusiice. 





WE ARE GLAD TO NOTICE that the subject of attorneys’ 
and solicitors’ remuneration is to be brought under the 
consideration of the Legislature. Mr. Ratlbone on 

uesday obtained leave to bring in a bill dealing with 
the subject, not of course with any idea of the measure 
passing this session, but in order that the subject may 

eeeive consideration during the recess. Mr. Rathbone’s 
bill teached us too late for any comment this week, but 
We rejoice that the subject is now brought before the 
notice of the Legislature. 


SOME PROCEEDINGS WHICH HAVE taken place in the 
borough of Wrexham have raised a question as to the 
duties of justices on a charge of ,homicide, where a 
coroner's inquiry has resulted in a verdict of culpable 

ide against a person who has subsequently 
been arrested on the coroner’s warrant. It seems 
that one Mitchell was found guilty of manslaughter 
by the Verdict of a coroner’s jury, and the coroner 
issued his warrant, which was executed, for the com- 
mitment of Mitchell for trial at the next assizes, 
After this was done the case came before the justices 
of Wrexham on remand, and it was suggested that as the 
acoused had been already committed for trial there was 
Rothing further for the justices to do. The majority of 
the justices so decided, and this decision seems to have 
ed some comment in the neighbourhood. The 

law is clear that, justices may inquire into a charge 
after ithas been the subject of a verdict by acoroner’sjury. 
or not this should be done in any pe-ticular 





case is a question for the discretion of the justices, 
There is in theory no necessity for any proceedings be- 
fore justices in such cases, as the inquisition (or written 
statement of the finding of the coroner’s jury) is equiva- 
lent to the finding of a grand jury, and the accused can 
be tried on it as on an ordinary indictment. It has, 
however, generally been usual in these cases also to 
prefer an indictment for the offence in the usual 
way (see Reg. v. Culliford, 1 Salk. 382), and such 
seems the best course to pursue, The coroner has, 
however, full power to have depositions taken, to hear 
both sides, to commit for trial and to bail. He has, 
in short, all the powers necessary for the taking 
of a complete preliminary investigation. As a matter 
of fact, however, the proceedings in coroners’ courts. 
are often conducted in an unsatisfactory way, and 
the fact that the primary object of the holding of these 
courts is to ascertain the cause of death, and not the per- 
son causing the death, prevents their being satisfac- 
tory tribunals for examining into questions concerning 
guilt or innocence. 

For these reasons it would always be well if justices 
inquired into all accusations of homicide before aryone 
is tried for the crime, whether or not there has been a 
coroner’s inquisition on the subject. 





THE BANKRUPTCY BILL has now passed through both 
Houses of Parliament, and only awaits the Royal assent 
to become law. The bill is in almost all important re- 
spects the same bill which left the House of Commons, 
though the Lords introduced many amendments in mat- 
ters of detail. Perhaps the most important of the al- 
terations made in the Upper House and assented to by 
the Loweris that the power given by the bill as originally 
framed to the Lord Chancellor to limit the jurisdiction 
in bankruptcy to certain county courts, which was struck 
out in committee of the Commons, has been restored, and 
two amendments of a very material kind, which were 
made by the Lords, have been rejected by the Commons, 
and the Lords have acquiesced. By one of these it was 
sought to exclude from the operation of the bankrupt 
laws partnerships consisting of more than seven persons. 
By the other it was sought to make the act of bankruptcy 
by going or staying abroad to defeat creditors applicable 
only to traders. 

The Attorney-General is to be congratulated upon 
having carried this great measure in a session during 
which his task was peculiarly difficult; and he has 
earned the gratitude of the mercantile classes by the 
good sense, firmness, and diligence which have enabled 
him to succeed. 


THE STATISTICAL RETURN of the proceedings of county 
courts for the year 1868, recently printed, discloses some 
curious discrepancies in county court practice. The 
most striking instance is the great difference in the 
amount of work done by the judges respectively, one of 
them sitting only eighty-nine days in the year while the 
greater portion of them sat more than 130 days, the ave- 
rage being 120,and the maximum 1] 65 days. The City of Lon- 
don Court exceeded this maximum by twenty-two days. 
The number of cases bears no proportion whatever to the 
number of days sittings, the judge who sat eighty nine 
days disposing of no less than 21,000 cases, while the 
judge who sat 165 days had only 10,500 cases. The dis- 
crepancy is partly accounted for by the fact that the 
larger number was distributed over only five courts, 
While the smaller number was heard ia twelve courts. 

With regard to the summoning of juries the practice 
seems to be most common in rural districts. The average 
of the whole country is one jury summoned to every 
1,000 cases, but the large country towns have in most 
eases several thousand cases for every jury; in 
one case (Norwich) there were 5,000 cases en- 
tered, and not a single jury summoned, whilst 
Nottingham had 9,500 cases and no jury. On the 
other hand, in country places one jury to two or 
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three hundred cases often occars; the demand for juries 
culminating at the little town of Hexham, where no 
less than seven juries were summoned, and only 262 
cases were entered. The facts relating to juries are 
the most significant in the return, indicating as they do 
that in the large towns, where there is presumably a 
greater amount of intelligence than elsewhere, the 
public have greater confidence in the judges, and trust 
to them in preference to juries. The metropolis is a 
curious exception to this rule as to the large towns. 
The juries in London are nearly double the average of 
the whole country, while London itself has a curious 
exception in the district of Shoreditch, where there was 
one jury to 2,880 cases, while at Bow, which is just 
outside the metropolitan district, has a considerable rural 
population, and is presided over by the Shoreditch judge, 
there was one jury to 540 cases. The equity business 
presents similar discrepancies. The total number of 
suits was 679, or about 10 to each judge, but two 
judges had 25 suits each, and one, who presides over 
twelve courts, and had nearly 20,600 common law cases, 
had not a single equity suit. 





Mr. BRUCE seems disposed to be as arbitrary in the 
matter of the Marlborough-street case as Mr. Lowe was 
about Howard-street. He has not, however, preserved 
his presence of mind, as Mr. Lowe always does, but has 
floundered into some reasoning which would be intensely 
grotesque if it were not so lamentable. When first 
asked if he intended to prosecute for perjury the police- 
men whose evidence the magistrate had solemnly dis- 
credited Mr. Bruce simply surprised everyone by stating 
that he did not see the necessity. Subsequently he gives, 
as a reason for instituting no inquiry, that he has “ grave 
doubts” whether the imputation on the policemen {is 
just. This is probably the first time that the gravity of 
doubts bas ever been made the excuse for dispensing 
with a solution of them. It may be that in every 
case in which policemen’s evidence is solemnly dis- 
credited by a stipendiary magistrate the policeman 
should as of course stand his trial for perjury, just 
as a captain in the Navy stands his trial by court- 
martial, on loss of his ship. Certainly investigation is 
required here. We do not put it upon the ground of in- 
justice to the three clerks; they may or may not have 
been unfortunate upon the whole. But in justice to the 
police themselves and to the public, not forgetting those 
who may hereafter be the subjects of evidence given by 
these policemen, the matter should be investigated. Yet 
Mr. Bruce prefers that these policemen should remain 
suspects, and has not even considerei it necessary to 
communicate with the Commissioners of Police. Mr. 
Bruce says he once reprieved a convict merely in obe- 
dience to a strong popular opinion: popular opinion is 
very strong against him now. 





WE ANNOUNCED last week that the Select Committee 
of the House of Commons had decided in favour of the 
Carey-street site. This week we print their report. From 
this it appears that a report ‘in favour of the Howard- 
street site was proposed by Mr. Lowe; Mr. Goldney then 
proposed a report in favour of Carey-street, and on the 
motion for second reading the latter was on division 
selected by a majority of eight to five. 

Upon the discussion of Mr. Goldney’s draft report the 
main and almost the only alteration made was the 
striking out of two clauses which assigned to Carey- 
street the palm for architectural effect. On these two 
clauses the division was a tie—Mr. Cowper, Lord 
John Manners, Mr. Mowbray, Mr. Hunt, Mr. Beres- 
ford Hope, Mr. Goldney, Mr. G. O. Morgan, and 
Mr. Torrens voting for the clauses; Mr. Ben- 
tinck, Mr. Watkin Williams, Sir W. Tite, Mr. Layard, 
Mr. Lowe, Lord Enfield, Mr. Russell Gurney, and Earl 
Grosvenor, contra. The chairman (Lord Stanley) then 
voted against the clauses. A clause was then proposed 


by Mr. Russell Gurney, to the effect that from difference } 





of opinion the committee could not report on the com. 
parative advantages of the two sites in point of archite, 
tural effect,—carried, on a tie, by the chairman. On the 
final question Mr. Goldney’s report as amended wa 
carried by a majority of nine toseven. The Select Com. 
mittee have thus, by a small majority, decided “ that the 
convenience of the public cannot be separated from 
that of the legal profession;” that the Carey-stree 
site is “the most convenient for the accomplishment 
of the main objects of the proposed concentration;” 
and that, having regard to the delay which has already 
taken place, and to the loss on the re-sale of the Carey. 
street site (estimated at £436,000), the courts should he 
proceeded with on the Carey-street site, which is already 
ready for building. Thus the Carey-street site has, we 
are happy to say, at last been solemnly decided on, 
The next thing is to carry out the recommendation of 
the committee, for we can ill afford the delay which the 
now rejected Howard-street scheme has occasioned us, 
We are sorry, however, to notice that the Government 
do not show any disposition to help the work forward, 
Surely after the way has been stopped up so long, after 
both schemes have been submitted to a committee, and 
after verdict given, no further impediment will be 
offered to the progress of a work so much needed, 





COUNTY COURT ON THE BRAIN. 


A form of mental disease, which we may call by 
analogy county court mania, or county court on the 
brain, has become painfully prevalent among members of 
Parliament within the last few years. And as thisdisease 
and its effects have not been as much studied as they de- 
serve, we are anxious to call the attention of our readers 
to the complaint, and to an example which has just oc- 
curred of the mischief which may be done by persons 
suffering from it. 

The first symptom of this disorder, as of many other 
forms of mania, is that a single idea takes such absolute 
possession of the mind as to absorb all others. The 
county-courto-maniac can think of nothing but county 
courts. Man he regards as a creature who can sue and 
be sued in a county court. England is, in his geography, 
divided not into counties, but into county court districts, 
Talk of any subject you will, a horse, a ship, an estate, it 
only suggests a possible new branch of county court 
jurisdiction. 

The result is, that the county-courto-maniacs go on all 
through the session producing little county court bills as 
regularly as a hen lays eggs. 

But, moreover, there is a method in the madness of 
these persons. They show a perverse ingenuity in dis- 
covering the subjects with which the county courts are 
most incompetent to deal, and giving them juris 
diction over such subjects. In the great majority of cases 
the vigilance and common sense of Jawyers and mer- 
cantile men in and out of Parliament comes to the 
rescue, the bills are defeated, and no harm is done. But 
every now and then the county-courto-maniacs manage 
to elude the observation of their keepers, and slip a bill 
through Parliament; and the harm they then do is 
frightful, It is rarely, however, that they obtain such 
a victory over common sense as they have done in the 
case of the “County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction 
Amendment Act, 1869,” which received the royal assent 
on Monday last. 

To any sane man the considerations which ought to 
decide whether any class of cases is fitter for the county 
court or the superior court, must be perfectly plain. 
Justice in the county court is, on the one hand, very rapid 
and tolerably cheap. On the other hand, the county 
court judges are many of them men of learning and 
ability, but many of them men of neither one nor the 
other. They have to decide everything in a hurry; 
they are seldom assisted by a formal argument of any 
point which may arise; they have frequently no access 
to books ; they have no power to reserve a question of 
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law for a bench of judges ; and the decision of one court 
jg no authority in another. And consequently county 
court decisions, however rapid and cheap, are habitually 
wrong and are never to be relied upon. Justice in the 
superior courts, on the contrary, is very slow and very 
expensive. But a decision when it is obtained is pretty 
sure to he right, and to be acquiesced in and acted upon 
by everybody for the future. It follows that those cases 
are suitable for the county courts in which cheapness 
and rapidity are more important than correctness of 
decision and certainty. Those cases are suitable for the 
superior courts in which correctness and certainty are 
more important than cheapness and rapidity. It is 
further quite clearsthat cheapness and rapidity are the 
things mainly to be sought in those classes of cases in 
which the amount in dispute is likely to be small, the 
facts simple, and the points of law few; in which, 
from the position of the parties, delay is likely to bea 
serious inconvenience ; above all, in which nothing is 
likely to depend upon the decision except the sum 
actually in dispute in the action, and in which a pre- 
cedent for future use is not of importance. Under 
this description would fall ordinary claims by tradesmen 
for goods supplied, or by clerks and servants for wages or 
salary. (There are cases in which, in point of merit, 
both parties are equally wrong, and a decision one way 
or other, to end the wrangle, is the real deside- 
ratum.) Correctness of decision and certainty are of 
greater importance than cheapness and rapidity in those 
classes of cases in which the amount contested is usually 
large, the facts complicated, and the points of law 
numerous and difficult, in which delay is not likely to be 
seriously felt ; in which the one case tried is likely to be 
but a sample of others not tried but depending upon its 
result, and in which a rule for future guidance is sought 
no less than the settlement of an existing dispute. And 


if any lawyer or man of business were asked to name 
the class of cases which most clearly fulfils all these 
conditions, and is, therefore, most unfitted for the county 
courts, he would probably at once select the class of cases 


which arise between shipowners and owners of cargo, 
involving the construction of charter-parties, bills of 
lading, and other documents, and determining generally 
the rights and duties of carriers by sea. 

Any one who has noted the symptoms of county 
court on the brain might easily have anticipated that 
any one suffering from this complaint would be sure to 
light upon this class of cases as fit subjects for the 
county court. And such an expectation would not have 
been dissappointed. But one would also have said 
that any attempt to send them to the county court 
would be at once defeated. Such a hope would, how- 
ever, have been fallacious; for the County Courts Ad- 
= Jurisdiction Amendment Act, 1869, has become 
aw. 

That Act enacts that— 

“Any county court appointed or to be appointed to have 
Admiralty jurisdiction shall have jurisdiction, and all 
powers and authorities relating thereto, to try and deter- 
mine the following causes :— 

(1.) As to any claim arising out of any agreement made 
in relation to the use or hire of any ship, or in rela- 
tion to the carriage of goods in any ship, and also 
as to any claim in tort in respect of goods carried in 
any ship, provided the amount claimed does not 
exceed three hundred pounds. 

(2.) As to any cause in respect of any such claim or 
claims as aforesaid, but in which the amount claimed 
is beyond the amount limited as above mentioned, 
when the parties agree, by a memorandum signed by 
them or by their attorneys or agents, that any county 
court having Admiralty jurisdiction, and specified in 
the memorandum, shall have jurisdiction.” 

It further gives jurisdiction over “ all claims for damage 
to ships, whether by collision or otherwise, when the 
amount claimed does not exceed £300.” 

So far, therefore, the law stands thus. In such com- 
Plicated and difficult cases as arise upon butchers’ bills, 





clerks’ salaries, and the like, the jurisdiction of the 
county courts is strictly limited to £50. In such trivial 
and easy matters as the construction of charter-parties, 
and the distinction between general and particular 
average the jurisdiction extends to £300. 

But this is not all. The new Act is incorporated with 
the Act of 1868, by section 9 of which anybody who 
sues in a superior court when he might have gone ina 
county court, and recovers not more than the amount 
he could kave recovered in the county court, must pay 
the costs of doth sides, unless he obtains a certificate from 
the judge before whom the cause is tried. The law, 
therefore, now stands thus. If I quarrel witha livery 
stable keeper about the sum due for the keep of my 
horse, and he refuses to give him up,I may bring an 
action of trover against him. If I recover £11 J get 
all my costs. IfI recover less than £10 I may ask the 
judge for a certificate for costs. If he refuses I may 
still go to the Court for a rule to the same effect. And 
in any event the worst that can happen me is to have 
to pay my own costs. But if I quarrel with a ship owner 
about the freight payable on my goods, and he refuses to 
deliver them, and I recover a verdict for £300, I must 
pay the costs of both sides unless the judge certifies for 
costs, If he refuses it there is no appeal. If I recover 
£25 against a railway company for damage to my goods 
I get my costs without any certificate. If I recover 
£300 against a steamship company for the very same 
cause, I must pay their costs as well as my own, unless 
I get a certificate. . 

Such being the jurisdiction conferred by this Act upon 
the county courts, we next learn, in section 3, that this 
jurisdiction “ may be exercised either by proceedings in 
rem or by proceedings in personam.” Is it in- 
tended by this section to create a whole family of 
new maritime liens following the ship on the one hand, . 
and the cargo on the other, into whosesoever hands they 
may come? Or does it only mean that the ship or the 
goods may be arrested ? and if so, in whose hands? Or 
do the words apply only to the ship and not to the goods ? 
And it will be observed, of course, that this question 
practically involves another—namely, what system of 
law is to be administered by the county courts; for if 
what is done is to create a multitude of maritime liens, 
it would seem to follow that they must be governed by 
the same rules as other maritime liens; not by any rules 
of the common law, which knows nothing of such liens. 
Of course none of these questions admit of a satisfactory 
answer; it is reserved for some helpless suitor to pay for 
solving them. The framers of the measure, it is very 
clear, have no idea whatever of what their words mean, 
or we must presume they would have expressed them- 
selves intelligibly. But it would of course be absurd 
to expect county-courto-maniacs to make up their minds 
clearly upon the broader principles of the schemes they 
impose upon the public. 

One point connected with this jurisdiction in rem our 
readers will not fail to notice. The Admiralty 
Court Act, 1861, which gave to the Court of Admiralty 
a somewhat similar remedy in rem against foreign ships, 
was careful to limit the jurisdiction to the case of injury 
to goods carried into a British port by the ship in ques- 
tion. But the framers of the present Act scorn any 
such limitation. There is nothing that we can see in 
this Act to limit the jurisdiction in any way with respect 
to the place in which the cause of action may have 
accrued; nothing to prevent the County Court of Liver- 
pool from arresting an American ship for a breach of 
contract committed in America, and adjudicating upon 
the case. 

One of the new and most characteristic features of this 
Act is the scheme of what are called mercantile assessors. 
It provides that “in any Admiralty or maritime cause ” 
(“ maritime cause ” being, of course, undefined, and being 
a term quite unknown to the law) “the judge may be 
assisted by two mercantile assessors.” To appreciate the 
effect of this it must be observed that the Act of 1868 
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entitled the parties in a large number of cases to require 
the judge to call in two “ nautical assessors,” but with- 
out depriving them (unless, perhaps, by implication) of 
the right to summon a jury. And the new provision 
about mercantile assessors is, in addition, to act in lieu 
of the other. So that there is now nothing to prevent 
our ‘enjoying the edifying spectacle of a county court 
judge sitting with two sailors on his right hand, and two 
merchants on his left, and a jury of five small shop- 
keepers at the other side of the court, all trying an Ad- 
miralty cause. It is worth while examining, also, what 
manner of men these mercantile assessors are to be. 
As to this, the Act simply says that the provisions of the 
Act of 1868 with reference to nautical assessors shall 
apply to the mercantile assessors now invented. And 
that Act says that they must be persons of skill and ex- 
perience, residing or having places of business within 
the district of the court. They are, further, to be persons 
who choose voluntarily to place their names on a list of 
assessors, though, once on the list, they must attend when 
called upon, being paid from a guinea to two guineas 
a-day. Now let us see the working of these provisions 
in the case of mercantile assessors. One of the county 
courts with Admiralty jurisdiction is that of Totnes and 
Churston Ferrers, its district being Totnes, Churston 
Ferrers, and Kingsbridge. Another is the City of 
London Court, having jurisdiction over the whole metro- 
politan district. Now how many persons are likely to be 
found at a guinea a-day in Totnes, Churston Ferrers, and 
Kingsbridge, with the kind of mercantile skill and ex- 
perience which will make them useful advisers of the 
judge upon the construction of a charter-party or a 
question of general average? And how many respectable 
merchants of the city of London will voluntarily make 
themselves liable to serve as assessors when called upon 
at a guinea a day? In short, what sort of jury of 


“merchants” should we get in town and in country if 
no one was on the list but those who chose to be there? 
In Churston Ferrers and Kingsbridge you might get a 
smal] grocer or two, and perbapsa cornchandler. In 
London you could get plenty of “ merchants” at a guinea 


a day, or at five shillings a day. But of what class? 
They would consist very largely of gentlemen who have 
spent the best years of their valuable lives as butlers or 
footmen, and have in their old age sought the dignified 
retirement of a greengrocery business, but by adding 
coals to their cabbages have secured the title of merchant. 
The assistance of such “mercantile assessors,” whether 
in town or country, would no doubt be of infinite value 
mm determining what was a peril of the seas, or whether 
a cargo had been properly stowed or not, 

So eager was the Legislature to give the country the 
benefit of this valuable measure that they have declared 
it shall come into operation on the Ist September next, 
rather less than a month after its passing. We presume 
it is intended that the Lord Chancellor, Sir Robert 
Phillimore, and the Lords of the Treasury shall spend 
what remains of the month of August in framing 
General Orders and ‘scales of fees under the Act; for 
without these the Act clearly cannot be worked at all. 
But of course those eminent persons will do nothing of 
the kind ; and there is not the slightest chance of any 
order being issued within the present month. The con- 
sequences are very likely to be curious, perhaps amusing, 
except to the victims. 

With that happy instinct for the incongruous which 
marks everything connected with this bill, the charge of 
its fortunes in the House of Lords was entrusted to 
Lord Houghton. And, if he be correctly reported, his 
Lordship amply justified his poetical reputation by assur- 
ing the House that its object was “to extend an Act 
which had worked very satisfactorily at Hull and Liver- 
pool and in the port of London, where fifty or sixty causes 
had been decided as to questions of freight and de- 
murrage.” We need scarcely point out that this 
description of the Act of 1868 is a pure dream. No 
county court at Hull, or Liverpool, or London, or any- 
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where else, has ever tried, or has jurisdiction to try, 
single case relating either to freight or demurrage, Pg. 
haps the next time a poetical nobleman is fonng 
dabbling in law reform, some brother peer will ascertain 
whether his statements are prose or poetry. 

Now, how comes this Act to have passed through both 
Houses of Parliament. We do not ask how it comestg 
have been brought in, for its author, Mr. Norwood, isg 
confirmed county-courto-maniac. But there is no dearth 
of mercantile men in the House of Commons, and we 
venture to say that there is a little surprise in store for 
them. The next time any of them has to bring an actiog 
upon a bill of lading, he will be somewhat startled to hear 
that,instead of trying his case, as heretofore, before the Lord 
Chief Justice anda special jury of real merchants, he 
must go before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, assisted by two 
“ merchants ’’ of the class who value their own time at 
a guinea a day. There are plenty of lawyers in the 
House of Commons, and we are quite sure that there 
is not one of them, except of course the county-courto- 
maniacs, who will not utterly condemn this absurd Act, 
The law lords are not few in number, and they have 
generally escaped anything like county-courto-mania, 
Then how did the bill pass ? 

Our curiosity on this subject is very much increased by 
a passage in the report of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, which we printed last week. It is as 
follows:— 

“ Admiralty Jurisdiction (County Courts) Bitl. 

A bill, under the title of the Admiralty Jurisdiction 
(County Courts) Bill, was brought into the House of Com- 
mons this session by Mr. Norwood, Mr. Headlam, and Mr. 
Candlish. ‘his bill, although by its title it purported only 
to affect Admiralty jurisdiction, in fact proposed to transfer 
from the superior courts to the county courts, having 
Admiralty jurisdiction, all claims not exceeding £300, 
arising on charter parties, bills of lading, or other contracts 
respecting the use or hire of ships, or in respect of freight, 
dumurrage, average, short delivery, or damage to cargo; 
and generally any claim ‘relating to any ship or the goods 
carried therein, except insurance.’ 

The result of this bill would have been to hand over to 
the county courts the most important and best class of busi- 
ness that at present occupies the attention of the common 
law courts; business of a character which at present the 
county courts are quite incapable of dealing with satisfac- 
torily ; while it would leave the time of the common law 
judges to be occupied only with the most inferior kind of 

itigation. 

The Council considered this measure to be open to the 
most serious objection, and accordingly three of their 
number waited on Mr. Norwood, and explained to him their 
objections to the bill, in the hope that he and his colleagues 
might be induced to withdraw it. ‘They did not, however, 
find that gentleman disposed to change his own views res- 
pecting the bill, and the Council, therefore, determined to 
present a petition against it; but any further action on the 
part of the Council became unnecessary, as, for the same reasons 
as those which led to the withdrawal of the County Courts 
Proceedings Bill, the second reading of this bill was adjourned, 
and ultimately the bill was withdrawn” 

This paesage we printed on Saturday last, and the bill 
referred to received the royal assent on Monday. 





CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

The advocates of capital punishment abolition sustained 
on Wednesday last their customary defeat, and as long as 
these reformers aim at abolishing capital punishment in 
toto, it may be anticipated, and must certainly be desired, 
that their measure will always meet asimilar fate. Last 
year the defeat took place on a motion made by Mr. 
Gilpin (the introducer of this year’s measure) during the 
passage of the Capital Punishment within Prisons Bill. 
On that occasion Mr. John Stuart Mill argued very 
forcibly against the abolition, founding his argument 
on the deterrent effect of capital punishment upon the 
criminal classes, p 

The arguments adduced last week did not comprise 
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any addition to those which have been adduced on pre~ 
vious occasions. A large portion of the argument em- 

loyed usually consists in the recapitulation of particular 
instances of hardship, real or assumed ; here, of course, 
the instances selected vary from year to year ; but, with 
this exception, there is no novelty. 

The position of the abolitionists consists partly in a 
gort of assumed rule of progress, Capital punishment, 
they say, has been abolished from time to time for the 
minor offences, and the result has justified the abolition; 
hanging for murder now remains the sole remnant of 
a bygone system : in obedience to the irresistible march 
of improvement it is time that this too were swept 
away. If it were an established law that alterations 
must always proceed in the same direction, that there is 
no resting point at which reformers can say, “hold, 
enough,” politicians and political economists of the ob- 
structive and antediluvian school would have a very 
heavy weight thrown in their favour. We should fear 
to redress even the grossest abuses from dread of com- 
mitting ourselves toa ceaseless progress which might end 
bylanding us at an extreme ten times more grievous than 
its opposite. That we abolished hanging for sheep steal- 
ing, and, as we believe, with good effect, is no reavon why 
we should do away with hanging for murder. The posi- 


tion starts with a petitio principii, that it is expedient to 
abolish—which is precisely what has never yet been 


shown. 

The question is purely one of expediency, but before 
discussing what is the real gist of it, the question of 
deterrent effect, we may notice an argument generally 
urged, and which was urged last weck by Mr. Gilpin, 
that capital punishment is irrevocable. If you condemn 
a man to imprisonment for life, and it is afterwards 
proved that he was innocent, you can release him ; but 
you carnot restore him to life if you have hal him 
executed. This is a drawback, a disadvantage atten- 
dant on the infliction of death as a punishment. But itis far 
from being so weighty as the abolitionists seem to fancy. 
In the first place it is a drawback which, in a greater or 
less degree, according to the severity of the punishment, 
coupled with the sensitiveness of the recipient, applies to 
all penalties. In no case can you do more than remit thein- 
fliction to come ; you cannot recall the past. If you 
have sentenced the convict to ten years’ penal servitude, 
you can remit the nine years to come, but you cannot re- 
call the one year which he has endured, any more than 
you can compensate him for the shame and the pain of 
the exposure, the trial, and the unjust conviction. We 
have never heard it advanced as an argument against 
flogging garotters, that if a conviction for garotting 
proves unjust, you cannot unflog the innocent convict. 
The number of innocent convicts for capital offence is 
80 infinitesimally small that there can be no ground 
for altering the system on their account. 

There is alsourged another argument proceeding some- 
what in the opposite direction to this. It is said that in 
Consequence of death being the penalty for murder as 
now defined by the law, many criminals escape altogether, 
because the juries will not inflict death for certain 
offences: ewempli gratid, infanticide. The case of infanti- 
18 a peculiar one. It is perhaps scarcely desirable to 
make any distinction which would amount to enacting 
that the life of a child is not as valuable as that of an 
adult, At the same time infanticide proper, that is, the 
murder of a child at the birth, is certainly considered not 
80 heinous an offence as the murder of an older person, 
as is shown by the readiness of juries to acquit in such 
cases. The rule of law that murder can only be com- 
mitted of a child completely born and severed from its 
mother has prevented vast numbers of convictions which 
otherwise must have taken place, but where mortal in- 
jury is inflicted on a child in this position the guilt is 
really quite as great as if the child had been completely 
born and the violence inflicted immediately afterwards, 
It would in our opinion be a great improvement of the 
law toenact that upon any charge of infanticide-—that is, 





of murder by a mother of her child at the time of its birth 
—it should not be necessary to prove that the child was 
completely born at the time of the infliction of the injury, 
but that in all such cases the offence should not be 
capital, but punishable only with penal servitude. If 
that change were made, convictions would take place of 
the serious charge in cases where at present there is 
only a conviction for concealing the birth, an offence of 
a totally different character. 

It is also said that there is much uncertainty in the 
infliction, in consequence of the Home Secretary’s inter- 
vention. The jurisdiction of the Home Secretary as to 
remitting sentences is, of course, unsatisfactory, but it is 
difficult to see how it can be done away with altogether. 
There must always be in some quarter a discretion as to 
the exercise of the prerogative of mercy. But the cases 
in which the HomeSecretary is appealed to may be divided 
into two classes, those in which he is called upon to 
pass judgment upon the facts proved at the trial, and 
those where new facts are brought forward. As to the 
latter there clearly ought to be a means of ordering a 
new trial. We have protested several times agains’ 
allowing a universal right of appeal in criminal cases, 
but it would be much more desirable that the subse- 
quent investigation, which must take place in certain 
cases, should be a judicial rather tlian a private one. 
The former class of cases are more difficult to deal 
with. We are inclined to think it would be an improve- 
ment to refer the question of the remission to a certain 
number of the judges, say five dr six, of whom the judge 
who tried the case should be one. By this plan there 
would be more uniformity than at present. 

The present defects in the system of capital punish- 
ment call for amendment, but are not an argument for 
abolition. 

It is also said, and with apparent seriousness, “ Bat 
capital punishment cannot operate as a deterrent, for see 
how many murders are committed.” This argument 
might be advanced against the infliction of any punish- 
ment whatever. But another question occurs at once: 
—Is there any likelihood that if we abolished hanging 
there would be fewer murders? It was stated in last 
year’s debate that in the experience of Tuscany and 
Switzerland the abolition was followed by a marked in- 
crease of crime. We do not know the value, in point of 
accuracy, of the statistics upon which this return is 
based; but in truth there is an @ privri reason which 
alone completely establishes the necessity for inflicting 
death for the crime of taking away life. It requires no 
unusual penetration to see that, if hanging for murder 
were abolished, lesser crimes would be consum 
muted by murder far oftener than at present. Where 
a ruffian has committed a brutal rape or robbery, 
which, on conviction, will entail on him penal servitude 
for life or some long term nearly equivalent,—abolish 
capital punishment for murder, and how often is it 
likely that the criminal will shrink, if his escape may 
be thereby facilitated, from adding murder to the first 
crime? Nay, in many cases it will be his direct inte- 
rest to do so, simply by way of destroying the evidence 
of the victim of his previous atrocity, If he silences 
that evidence he may evade justice altogether, but 
even if, after adding that second crime to the first 
deed, he still falls into the hands of justice, he is 
no worse off than before, because justice has no further 
penalty to inflict. His back is against the wall; he 
has all to gain and rothing to lose. We repeat that this 
consideration alone imperatively requires that death 
should be inflicted as the penalty for murder. Further 
than this, we believe that the fear of the capital in- 
fliction does operate with very deterrent effect, and espe- 
cially so upon the “habitual criminal” class. As we 
have before observed, the saying, ‘“‘ while there is life 
there is hope” applies to criminals, as well as to other 
people. Appropriating Mr. Scourfield’s quotation of last 
Wednesday—*“ By all means let revererce for human 
life be observed, ‘ gue messicurs les assassins commencent.’” 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
PARTIES—STOCK MORTGAGES. 
Whitney v. Smith, L.J., 17 W. BR. 579. 

One of the points in this case was with regard to the 
frame of the suit. The bill was filed bya remainderman 
against the trustee, charging wilful default both as 
to the capital and income of the fund, and seeking that 
accounts might be taken of both. The tenant for life 
was not a party, and it was contended that a complete 
administration decree could be made in his absence, as 
all other parties, including the tenant for life, who were 
interested in the estate would be bound by the proceed- 
ings after service of notice of decree. The Court was 
clear that the Improvement of Jurisdiction Act (15 
& 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 42) could not do more than put the 
parties in the same position as if the ovher persons in- 
terested in the estate had been defendants. The plain- 
tiff had no interest in the income, and he was asking 
the Court to treat the tenant for life as being a co- 
plaintiff with himself, and make a complete administra- 
tion decree, just as if the tenant for life was one of the 
plaintiffs on the record. 

Another point was with reference to a stock mortgage. 
The trustee had sold out a sum of Consols above par for 
the purpose of investing on what was, or purported to be 
a stock mortgage. He claimed to be entitled to do this, 
under the ordinary power to vary securities. Lord Justice 
Giffard said, as to this, that under the usual power to vary 
securities astock mortgage is not a thing which is justified 
Looking at the excepticnally high price of the funds on 
that ovcasion, which ruled in 1852, and has not been ap- 
proached since, it was certainly not expedient. 

In Pell v. De Winton(6 W. R.179, 2 De G. & J. 19), 
where an estate had been mortgaged to secure a sum of 
stock, Lord Cranworth said that for executors to lend 
stock ona security for its retransfer without any pecuniary 
benefit to the cestui que trust was a breach of trust, as it 
was the substitution of a less perfect security for a more 
perfect one without any corresponding advantage to the 
cestui que trust. We are not, however, aware that there 
has, until now, been any judicial decision to this effect. 


ParoL EVIDENCE A DEFENCE AGAINST A BILL FOR 
SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT. 
Dear v. Verity, V.C.S., 17 W. R. 569, 716. 

If the statute of frauds were to be omitted from the 
proposed consolidation of the statutes, parol evidence 
would still be excluded when offered to explain, add to, 
or vary a written contract relating to land. The rule is 
the same in equity as at law, and rests upon the general 
principle that the writing speaks for itself, and is better 
evidence than, and so cannot be put into competition 
with, oral testimony. Where, therefore, specific perform- 
ance of a written contract is sought, the plaintiff must 
be prepared to stand or fall by the document, and parol 
evidence to aid or explain it will be generally inadmis- 
sible. To take an instance out of many, where there was 
an agreement in writing for the letting and hiring of a 
farm ata certain rent, it was held that a verbal agree- 
ment for the reduction of the rent that might thereafter 
become due could not prevail against the express terms 
of the written agreement (Croley v. Vitty, 21 L. J 
Ex. 135). : 

In equity, however, parol evidence is sometimes admis- 
sible as a defence to a bill for specific execution of a 
written contract. It is quite discretionary with the 
Court to refuse specific execution of a written contract 
which is in itself capable of being specifically executed, 
inasmuch as there is always the remedy at law, in the 
shape of an action for damages, to which the plaintiff 
may be left. 

As we have already seen the Court cannot execute 
such a contract with a parol variation; but when it is 





called upon to exereise its jurisdiction by decregj 
specific execution, the defendant may show, if he 
that under the circumstances the plaintitf is not entitle 
to that special mode of relief, and for this purpose paro] 
evidence is admissible. Though the subject and import 
of the written contract are clear, so that there is none. 
cessity to resort to evidence for its construction, yet if 
the party to be charged can show any circumstances 
dehors, independent of the writing, making it inequit. 
able to interfere, a Court of equity having satisfactory 
information upon that subject will not interfere (Clowe 
v. Higginson, 1 V.& B. 524), In his remarks on this case 
(Vend, and Pur. 161), Lord St. Leonards says that parol 
evidence is admissible where, by way of defence, the 
object is to get rid of the contract, by showing that it is 
not the contract really entered into by the parties, 
although where, even as a defence, the evidence is used 
to show that the terms of the contract are not the real 
ones, the evidence, when admitted, must be very powerful 
to be successful. 

The Vice-Chancellor, in Dear v. Verity, pointed out 
that the cases where parol evidence of collateral circum. 
stances is admissible as a ground for refusing specific 
execution of a contract fall into two classes. The first is 
where the collateral circumstances show fraud, mistake, 
or surprise. The second is where parol evidence is ad- 
duced to prove that the written agreement was not the 
real agreement, or, in other words, that there was some. 
thing by parol that was of theessence of the agreement, 
and not expressed in the written agreement. An omission 
by mistake in an agreement stands upon the same 
ground as an omission occasioned by fraud (-Joynes y, 
Statham, 3 Atk. 888). Wood v. Searth (K. & J. 33) was a 
similar case, with, however, some written evidence of the 
mistake. 

In either case where parol evidence is relied on asa 
ground for denying specific execution there must be 
proper certainty as to the subject of the parol testi- 
mony. The remarks of the Vice-Chancellor on the case 
of Taylor v. Partington (7 D. M. G. 328), with refer. 
ence to this point, are, if we may respectfully say so, 
well worthy of consideration. There must be clearness 
enough in the terms of the parol agreement as to 
leave an impression of certainty on the judge’s mind, 
Hence the decision in Dear v. Verity. There was a 
clear agreement in writing to grant a lease, which was 
per se capable of being enforced by the decree of the 
Court. In a suit for specific execution of this agree- 
ment the defendant sought to annex an additional 
term made by parol, submitting to specifically execute 
the agreement if the additional terms were made part 
of the contract. We must refer the reader to the re- 
port of the case for the circumstances ; but in the end 
the Vice-Chancellor held that the original agreement must 
be enforced, in the absence of that perfect certainty as to the 
parol term which induces the Court in the exercise of 
its discretion to refuse a decree for specific performance 
unless with this parol term made a condition of the 
original agreement. 

It must not be forgotten that in cases where an addi- 
tiqnal provision is verbally agreed to, and the defendant 
in equity can require the Court to be neutral, unless 
the plaintiff consent to be bound by the omitted term, 
yet if the party to be bound by the omitted term files 
his bill and states the superadded term and submits to 
perform it, he is entitled to a specific performance of the 
entire agreement (Martin v. Pycroft, 2 D. M. G. 785). 

The Vice-Chancellor’s decision in Dear v. Verity has 
been' affirmed by the Lords Justices (17 W. R. 716) 
upon the merits, and their Lordships did not think it 
necessary to consider the bearing of the law on the 
point. 

It is hardly necessary to add that the preceding re- 
marks apply only to cases where there has been no part 
performance of the parol term. Where there has been 
part performance it is well settled that the right to 
specific execution in equity exists. 
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COMMON LAW. 


QuarGING ORDER—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 14—3 & 4 
Vict. c. 82,8, 1. 


Dizon v. Wrench, Ex., 17 W. R. 591. 


1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 8. 14, first gave judgment-creditors 
power io charge the Government stock, &c., and shares of 
the debtor, “in his own right, or in the name of any per- 
son in trust for him.” 3 & 4 Vict.c, 82, s. 1, extends 
these provisions to cases where the judgment-debtor’s in- 
terest is “in possession, remainder, reversion, and whether 
yested or contingent.” 

In Dixon v. Wrench a testatrix bequeathed stock and 
shares to trustees on trust to sell and pay her debts and 
certain bequests, and then to divide the residue between 
the defendant and two other persons. It was held that 
the interest of the defendant in these stocks and shares 
could not be charged under the above Acts. 

Cragg v. Taylor (L. R. 2 Ex. 131) was relied on as 
showing that the defendant’s interest was liable to be 
charged. In that case the defendant assigned shares to 
A. as security for a debt, and subsequently, and subject to 
A.’s security, assigned them to trustees on trust to re- 
pay a loan, and then on other trusts for his wife and 
children, with an ultimate trust in certain events for 
himself. It was decided that A.’s interest was charge- 
able. 

The distinction between the two cases is, that in Cragg 
v. Zaylor there was a contingent interest in the specific 
shares to which the defendant was entitled. His inte- 
rest might never become one in possession, but still, as 
long as the contingency was in suspense, he had an in- 
terest in the shares themselves. In Dizon v. Wrench 
the defendant’s interest was not in the stock and shares, 
but in the proceeds of their sale. The defendant could 
not, in any event, have claimed the shares themselves, as 
the will only gave him a contingent interest in the pro- 
duce of their sale. 

These two cases are very good illustrations of the nature 


of the interest in stocks and shares chargeable under 1 & 
2 Vict. c, 110, and 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82. 


EvVIDENCE—EXPERTS. 


Stephenson v. The River Tyne Improvement Commissioners, 
C.P., 17 W. R. 590. 


The admission of the evidence of experts is an excep- 
tion to the general rule which requires witnesses to 
testify only as to facts. In ordinary cases a witness is 
not allowed to state his opinion on any particular state 
of facts. There are some cases, however, in which direct 
evidence cannot be obtained, and then persons possessing 
special skill in such matters may give their belief or 
opinion upon them. 

A familiar instance of this occurs constantly in the 
trials against railway companies and others for personal 
injuries caused by negligence. The material ques- 
tion in these cases generally is, what is the amount of 
injury sustained by the plaintiff ?—what is his chance of 
recovery? is his present state owing to the alleged acci- 
dent ? &. These questions cannot be answered by direct 
evidence, and therefore medical men are allowed to give 
their opinions on them. Thisis only a single illustration 
of the exception to the general rule. 

In Stephenson v. The River Tyne Sc. Commissioners a 
skilled witness was asked his opinion as to the way in 
which a collision in the Tyne had occurred, judging 
from the marks on one of the vessels. This was clearly 
& proper question, and it was for the jury tu estimate 
the value of the answer given. The witness was then 
asked the further question, whether, in consequence of 
the opinion he formed at the time, he refused to advise 
an action on account of the collision. This latter ques- 
tion was objected to as having nothing to do with his 
opinion. It was held, however, by the Court of Common 
Pleas that the evidence was admissible, as the witness’s 





acting on his opinion was a strong corroboration of its 
truth. 

This decision, perhaps, advances the admissibility of 
this kind of evidence a little further than formerly. A 
jury would probably pay more attention to the expression 
of an opinion that had been acted on than to one which 
was given for the first time in the witness-box. The fact 
also that an opinion had already been acted on would 
show its bona fides, and that it had not been formed 
under any prejudices connected with the cause in which 
the evidence was given. Such evidence as this would 
therefore frequently add much to the weight of an 
opinion. 





DIVORCE, 

JURISDICTION AS TO OPEN MARRIAGE SETTLEMENTS OF 
DIVORCED PARTIES WHERE NO ISSUE OF THE 
MARRIAGE, 

Graham v. Graham and Griffith, Div., 17 W. R. 628. 

It will be remembered that 22 & 23 Vict. c. 61, s. 5, 
empowers the Court, after a final decree of nullity or 
dissolution, to inquire into the existence of ante-nuptial 
or post-nuptial settlements made on the parties whose 
marriage is the subject of the decree, and make such 
orders with reference to the application of the whole or 
a portion of the property settled either for the benefit 
of the children of the marriage or of their respective 
parents, as to the Court shall seem fit. 

This section has had several decisions on it. In Thomas 
v. Zhomas (2 Sw. & Tr. 89,8 W. R. 476, 504) the Full 
Court held that it had no jurisdiction to deal with 
settlements under this section in cases where there had 
been no issue of the marriage. In Bird v. Bird the 
Judge Ordinary decided that he had no power to make an 
order with reference to the application of settled pro- 
perty under the 5th section, unless there was issue of the 
marriage living at the time when the order was made. 
The ground was that “ parent” and “child,” the words 
used in the section, are correlative terms; and where there 
is no chiid there isno parent. In other words, you cannot 
call a person a parent within the meaning of the Act 
who has not a child in esse at the time. Then came 
Corrance v. Corrance and Low (16 W. R. 893), where the 
Fall Court affirmed the principle of Bird v. Bird (Pigott, 
B., dissentiente), on the ground that the Court had 
jurisdiction if at any time during the marriage the 
status of parent had been acquired. Then comes Graham 
v. Graham and Lowe, where the Judge Ordinary held 
that the child being dead, the Court had no power to 
interfere, and that it made no difference that the child 
had died since the decree. The ingenious argument 
raised on behalf of the petitioner, though it failed, is 
worthy of consideration. 

The reader will probably speculate, and speculate in 
vain, on the reasons which induced the Legislature to 
confer this power on the Court only with reference to 
“parents” and “children,” and not with reference to 
the husband and wife, or the parties to the suit. It 
may be said that to confer such a power on the Court 
generally would be to invest it with enormous and un- 
reasonable powers, considering the sanctity with which 
a marriage settlement is regarded in every other state of 
circumstances. Still, as the Court, where it does pos- 
sess the jurisdiction, may exercise it for the benefit of 
either of the parents, it does strike us as somewhat 
unreasonable that the chance of the injured party suc- 
ceeding in opening his or her settlement on the offender 
should depend on the double contingency, not merely of 
the divorced partner having had a child, but of that child 
being alive at the date of the application. We confess 
that an amendment in the section in this respect strikes 
us as being extremely desirable. 

We may add while on this subject that an ordinary 
separation deed has been held to be a post-nuptial 
settlement which the Court can open ( Worsley v. Worsley, 
17 W. R. 743). 
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REVIEWS. 


Doctors’ Commons, its Courts and Registries, with a Treatise 
on Probate Court Business. By G. J. Foster, of her Ma- 
jesty’s Court of Probate. London: Reeves & Son. 

A short time ago we noticed the first edition of this work 
as one which would prove useful. The event appears to 
have proved so, since a second edition has now been called 
for and issued. The book is a book of routine and practice, 
and contains abundance of forms and practice. To solicitors 
having to transact probate business or conduct suits in the 
Probate or Divorce Court, it is extremely serviceable. It 
does not contain citations of cases, like ‘* Daniell’s Chancery 
Practice,’’ because its object is simply to pilot through the 
machinery by which this business is conducted. Having 
proposed to himself this modest and useful end, the author 

has carried it out well. 
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LANCASTER CHANCERY COURT. 
(Befcre Vice-Chancellor Wickens.) 
July 28.—Keates v. Lyon. 

Where in a suit in which an order has been made for the 
sale of real estate, and the real estate has been sold by auction 
subject to certain conditions of sale, and the purchaser desires 
that there shoud be an inquiry as to title, the order directing 
such inquiry should direct it tole made “having regard to the 
conditions of sale.” 

In this case certain real estate had been ordered to be 
sold, and the property was accordingly put up for sale by 
auction in lots under certain conditions of sale. 

A purchaser of one of these lots applied for an inquiry as 
to the title to the lot purchased by him, and the question to 
be decided was whether the order directing such inquiry 
should be in the general form set forth at p. 1190 of Seton 
on Decrees, 3rd ed., or whether the words “ having regard to 
the conditions «f sale’? should be added to the order. It 
was admitted that the inquiry would have to be made sub- 
ject to the conditions of sale, the only question being 
whether if the words “ having regard to the conditions of 
sale” were omitted the district registrar would or would 
“ be bound to make a limited investigation of the title 
only. 

North for the plaintiffs (the vendors). 

Robinson for the purchaser. 

The Vice-Cuancetioxr said that as the practice did not 
seem to be settled he should make the order in the limited 
form, expressly dirccting the inquiry to be “ having regard 
to the conditions of sale.” 

Solicitors for the plaintiffs, Simpson & North. 

Solicitors for the purchaser, Hull & Co. 





ASSIZES, 
Bopmiy. 
(At Nisi Prius, before Lusn, J.) 
Aug. 3.—Morshead v. Sobey. 
Action ly a solicitor for negligence—Conveyance of Tithes. 
The declaration set forth that the defendant was retained 
by the plaintiff to act as her attorney and solicitor, to invest 
certain money upon good and sufficient consideration, that 
the defendant invested the said money upon bad und insuffi- 
cient security, that he did not prepare the deed with due 
skill, care, and diligence, and did not execute an instrument 
which effectually secured the said property to the plaintiff. 
The defendant had put in seven pleas. By the first he denied 
the promise to invest, by the second, fourth, and sixth he 





Loves, Q.C., and Rogers, for the plaintiffs, said the negli. 
gence complained of was in the conveyance of certain tithes 
which in fact could not be conveyed at all. The tithes, oy 
compensation, or rent-charge issuing out of land payable to 
a clergyman was remuneration for services. The parsog 
had to use these tithes during his life, and being a kind of 
trustee for his successors he was unable in any way to alienate 
or dispose of them. The plaintiff was a widow living gt 
Duloe ; and the defendant a solicitor practising at Fowey, 
In 1854 the Rev, F. Kendal, vicar of Lanlivery, requested 
Mr. Scbey to obtain for him some money upon his tithes, 
The defendant subsequently informed Mr. Davey, an ane. 
tioneer of Lanreath, that Mr. Kendal was anxious to sel] 
his life interest in certain tithes. Mr, Davey made particu. 
lar inquiries as to the nature of the security, which the de. 
fendant guaranteed to be all right. Mrs. Morshead and 
Mr. Davey subsequently went and saw Mr. Sobey. The 
plaintiff made enquiries about the security, and defendant 
said “I'll guarantee it allright.’ Mrs. Morshead thereupon 
purchased the tithes at £170, and Mr. Sobey was to prepare 
the conveyance. It was also agreed that an insurance 
should be effected in Mr. Kendal’s name in order to provide 
for the contingency of Mr. Kendal’s death. By 18 Eliz. ¢, 
10, such a conveyance was made void. The plaintiff received 
the tithes for two years; afterwards the living was 
sequestrated. The sequestrators had entirely repudiated the 
document which had been drawn up by the defendant as 
utterly inoperative, and the result was that unless the j 
found a verdict against Sobey for £161 all the plaintiff 
would get for her £170 would be a worthless document. 

Cole, Q.C., submitted that there was no case. He said 
there was no retainer, and consequently no relation of 
attorney and client between Mr. Sobey and Mrs. Mors. 
head. The defendant, in fact, acted throughout for Mr, 
Kendal. The deed, he thought was valid, and to make 
it good security Mr. Kendal effected an insurance on his 


e. 

Lvsn, J., after hearing the facts from Mr. Davey and 
the plaintiff, said he would grant Mr. Cole leave to move on 
the retainer and negligence, but he should ask the jury to 
decide whether the defendant used the expression “I'll 
guarantee this a good security,” or words equivalent. 

Cole, Q.C., said Mr. Sobey, whowas a gentleman of great ex- 
perience, and of many years’ practise in that county, being 
charged with carelessness as an attorney, was anxious that 
it should not go forth that he had done anything which in 
the slightest way reflected on his professional character. 
The defendant believed that the conveyance of Mr 

Kendall’s interest in certain tithes to Mrs. Morshead 
was perfectly justifiable, and that the deed he made 
was good. ‘There was a question of law of some nicety, 
which would be referred to the court above, but Mr. Sobey 
wished his statement to be before them. It was hard that 
he should be turned round upon at the instigation of Davey, 
who was unfriendly to him. 

The defendant was then examined, after which the jury 
found for the plaintiff on the point which had been left to 
them. 

Verdict for the plaintiff for £169 19s. 3d., with leave for 
the defendant to move for a nonsuit, or to reduce the amount, 
the Court to draw all inferences of fact with power to amend 
the pleadings. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Ho.royp.) 
July 30.—Re William Gill. 

The bankrupt, who was described as of 94, Talbot-road, 
Bayswater, lately of 40, Chancery-lane, barrister-at-law, 
applied to pass his examination and for an order of dis- 
charge. He thus states the cause of his inability to meet 
his engagements: From having becn disbarred by the 
benchers of the Inner ‘Temple and precluded from following 
his profession for a period of about eighteen months, from 
November, 1867, to March, 1869, and from losses sustained 
by the holding shares in public companies now in liquida 
tion as trustee for other persons. The list of creditors i- 
cludes the liquidators of the Blakely Ordnance Company 
for £9,300, the total amount due to the general body of the 
creditors being £14,898. The assets aro thus returned: 
good debts, £140; property surrendered to the assignecs, 
£60; leaving a balance of deficiency of? £14,698. 
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Mr. H. Linklater, for the assignee, said he was instructed 
not to offer any opposition. 

Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp said that at present no in- 
formation had been given in regard to the deficiency which 

on the accounts. His Honour asked for an ex- 
tion of that item. 

Mr. Linklater said the deficiency arose mainly in conse- 
quence of liabilities on account of the Blakely Ordnance 
Company. He believed those liabilities brought the bank- 
rupt here. 

Inreply to the Commissioner, 

Mr. Gill explained that the shares were placed in his name 
during arrangements with Mr. Kent, and in the mean time 
the company went into liquidation. The Master of the 
Rolls held that, although he was a bare trustee, yet that, as 
his name appeared on the register, he was liable for calls ; 
and this was one of the causes of his failure. 

After some further explanation with reference to another 
company in which the bankrupt held shares, 

His Honovr said that, in the absence of opposition, the 
bankrupt might pass and receive his order of discharge. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
Bioomsnury. 
(Before G, L. Russet, Esq.) 

July 22.—Kirby v. Great Western Railway. 
Contract to carry goods—Return of empty vans—Agency— 
Tort. 

The plaintiff sued for damages for the detention, by the 
defendants, of two vans under the circumstances herein- 
after appearing. 

Mr. G. L. Russexrz.—In this case the plaintiff, on the 
30th of January last, contracted to send two vans filled 
with furniture from Paddington to Exeter on the “reduced 
scale” of the Great Western Railway Company, and the 
contract note was duly signed. Beyond Bristol the vans 
were conveyed over the Bristol and Exeter Company’s line. 
The vans arrived at Exeter and the furniture was taken out 
of them at its destination. Then the empty vans were 
brought back to the station, put on trucks, and conveyed 
back to Paddington. There was no evidence of any con- 
tract for this purpose with the Bristol and Exeter Company, 
and no payment was made to them. Notice was sent to 


despatched a man to fetch them, but the company refused to 
give them up, as the Bristol and Exeter Company had tele- 
graphed tothem not to do so until £4 13s. was paid. This sum 
was claimed for horses used to draw the vans to and from the 


station at Exeter, but the evidence showed that it was not | 
due to the Bristol and Exeter Company, but to Mr. Wall, | 


who supplied the horses. The plaintiff remonstrated, but 
offered to pay. ‘The defendants thentelegraphed to Mr. Wall, 
and finally the vans were allowed to be removed. The 
defeaces were—Ist, that the contract by the defendants 


tract was with the Bristol and Exeter Company and not 
with the defendants, and that, therefore, the defendants 
were only agents of the Bristol and Exeter Company, and 
as such bound to fulfil their instructions ; 3rd, that a parol 
term could not be added to the written contract ; 4th, that 
the defendants were precluded by the special conditions of 
the contract. I think that the defences do not apply. ‘The 
Bristol and Exeter Company received the empties as agents 
for the defendants, and the bringing them back was within 
the very contract. Besides, the plaintiff sues for tort and 
not for breach of contract, and can therefore sue the 
actual wrong-doer. 

Jndgment for the plaintiff’ for £6. 


MAGISTERIAL, 
Wrexiam.. 
July 29.—(Before the Borough Magistrates.) 
Coroner's Committal, 

Henry Mitchell was brought up on remand before tho 
borough bench. ‘ho magistrates present were — ‘I’ 
Rowland, Esq., mayor, ‘I. C. Jones, Esq., and 0. 
0. Williams, Esq. Mr. John Jones said he appeared 
to prosecute on behalf of Mrs. Ralph, the widow of the 
deceased. Mr, ‘I’. Bury again watched the proceedings 
for Mitchell. Mr. D. G, C. Bradshaw said that since he 
had obtained the remand of the prisoner a verdict of 








manslaughter had been found by the coroner’s jury, and 
he produced the coroner’s warrant of commitment fer 
trial to the assizes. Under these circumstances he did 
not think it necessary to take any evidence before their 
worships. Mr. Jones said he should call the same 
evidence before their worships as had been produced 
before the coroner, and one additional witness, and with due 
deference to the bench he submitted that it was their duty 
to hear the case. How were they supposed to know the 
proceedings of the coroner’s court, or allow those proceed- 
ings to interfere with their duty in the case. They only 
had Mr. Bradshaw’s ipse dixit to act upon. Mr. Bury con- 
tended that Mr. Bradshaw having produced the coroner's 
warrant made it something more than his ipse dixit, and 
as the evidence had been gone into fully before the 
coroner, he did not consider it necessary to detain the 
bench by again going into the case, and the additional 
witness Mr. Jones intended calling could be produced 
before the Lord Chief Justice on Tuesday next. The 
magistrates conferred with the clerk for some time, and 
afterwards the mayor announced the decision of the ma- 
jority that the prisoner having been committed for trial 
to the assizes by the coroner, and being already in the 
hards of the police, there was no necessity for a further 
investigation by that bench. Mr. Jones asked what then 
the bench did with the prisoner? Did they dismiss him ? 
The clerk said they did nothing more than leave him in 
the custody of the police authorities. Mr. T. C. Jones said 
he was sorry to differ from his brother magistrates in the 
decision they had arrived at in not hearing the case, as he 
was of opinion they ought to go fully intoit. He based 
his opinicn upon the Pentrehobin case,* which took place 
about two years ago, when the judge remitted three pri- 
soners charged with murder to the next assizes, in order 
that a magisterial investigation should be made, they having 
been committed for trial by the coroner alone. This ap- 
peared to him an analogous case, and he certainly thought 
it was the duty of the magistrates to investigate it, and thus 
secure justice being done. The prisoner was then removed. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. W. H. Hiacer, barrister-at-law, of St. James’s- 


soa sie . . EET | square, Manchester, has been elected chairman of the 
the plaintiff to remove the vans from Paddington, and he | <uanier Sessions of the Salford Hundred, in succession to 
| Mr. Alfred Milne, barrister-at-law, resigned. The salary 
| attached to the office is £600 per annum. Mr. Higgin was 
| called to the bar at the Middle Temple in January, 1848, 


and has been a member of the Northern Circuit for many 
years. 

Mr. Georce Moors, solicitor, of Warwick, has been ap- 
pointed Coroner for that town, in the room of his late 


; partner, Mr. Samuel W. Haynes, deceased, who held the office 
| since the year 1836. Mr. Moore’s certificate as an attorney 
to carry to Exeter was fulfilled; 2nd that the return con- | dates from Hilary Term, 1830, and he had been in partner- 
| ship with the late Mr. Haynes for upwards of thirty years, 
' during which time he has assisted him in his duties as 


coroner. Mr. Moore is also a perpetual commissioner, a 
commissioner to administer oaths, and also for taking affida- 
vits in the county of Warwick. 

Mr. James Cocxts, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the Colony of Queensland, has been granted, by letters 








* The case cited by Mr. 'T. C. Jones in support of his opinion 
that they ought to hear the present case, occurred near Mold two 
years ago, and on reference to our file we find that on that oc- 
casion an affray occurred at Pentrehobin in which a man was 


stabbed to death. The coroner's inquest was held and a verdict 
of wilful murder returned, the persons being committed to take 
their trial at the ensuing assizes. The judge (Baron Channell) 
in charging the grand jury, after explaining the point of law 
upon it, said he regretted that an inquiry had not been made 
into it before the magistrates ; he could not too strongly express 
his disapprobation at such an amount of negligence. Mr. Scott 
Bankes explained that the prisoners in the murder ease could not 
have been brought before the magistrates, as they were com- 
mitted and taken to Flint gaol on the coroner's warrant; and 
the magistrates were powerless in the matter, unless they ap- 
plied to the Seoretary of State, His Lordship said he was glad 
to hear the explanation, but he intended his remarks to apply to 
the practice generally, and persons should not be committed on 
& mere coroner's verdict. But if the magistrates had applied to 
the Secretary of State ho would no doubt have given them every 
assistance.” — Vrevham Advertiser. 
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patent under the Great Seal, the dignity of a Knight of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. Sir James 
Cockle was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in No- 
vember, 1846, and was formerly a member of the Mid- 
land Circuit. In November, 1862, he was appointed 
the First Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Queens- 
land, at a salary of £2,000 per annum. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—In your notice of my reprint of ‘‘ Al Sirajiyyah” 
(S. J., July 24, 1869), I find the following words :—‘‘ From 
that commentary ” (scil. “ TheShariffiyah”) ‘*‘ Mr. Rumsey has 
drawn largely—but without acknowledgment—in his notes.” 

Permit me to defend myself from this imputation, which 


has been made under an entire misapprehension, though ! 


perhaps without any intentional unfairness. I have made 
no use whatever of ‘‘ The Shariffiyah,” either directly or in- 
directly ; and I cannot remember that I have ever read 
half-a-dozen lines of that work in my life. Under these 
circumstances I am sure that your reviewer will regret hav- 
ing made the assertion which I have quoted above. 
Autmaric Rumsey, Barrister-at-Law. 
4, Southwood-lane, Highgate, N., 
4th August, 1869. 

P.S.—I trust to your sense of fairness for the insertion 

of this contradiction. 





PucH v. Drew, 17 W. R. 988. 

Sir,—There is nothing that need appear to your corres- 
pondent, “ W. B.,”’ new or insolent, in the archaic sense of 
the term, in the late decision of Vice-Chancellor James in 
this case. 

All the conditions of a‘feoffment, formerly the ordinary 
and proper mode of conveyance, were fully satisfied in the 
estate for life conferred by it; and it was ruled, and having 
regard to the law of tenures, perhaps not unreasonably, that 
such words as “ absolutely” or ‘‘for ever ” should not have 
the effect of enlarging that estate; and there is no doubt 
than Van Eyck and Greuze—that is, Littleton and Lord 
Coke—have laid it down, that the word “heirs” is abso- 
Intely necessary to pass the inheritance. But the same 
Lord Coke at the very same time agrees (1 Inst. 9b.) that 
a limitation expressed by reference to another gift will do ; 
then, you are free to pass from words to meaning, and have 
but to ascertain what that other gift in fact was; that is, 
you let in description, which need but be certain to a com- 
mon intent, and the decision in the principal case is fully 
borne ont. 

In the case of Barron y. Barron the dicta were strong, 
but there was an element of uncertainty in the facts, affect- 
ing the construction: in the others an absence both of 
words of limitation and words sufficiently importing in- 
heritance. 8. 

August 3, 1869. 


Tus Sontciror To THE Marine DEPARTMENT OF THE 
Boarp oF TRADE. 

Sir,—Permit me to correct a slight, but not unimportant, 
error which has crept into your columns. In your an- 
nouncement of Mr. J. C. O’Dowd’s appointment as Deputy 
Judge Advocate-General (July 24), it is stated that the 
father of that gentleman, Mr. James K. O’ Dowd, is solicitor 
to the Marine Department of the Board of Trade. This is 
an error. The solicitor for that department is Mr. F. J. 
Hamel, Solicitor for the Customs. Mr. Hamel, who is thus 
the legal adviser of two departments, has two deputies, 
Mr. Almaric Rumsey and Mr. J. K. O'Dowd, of whom the 
former is styled ‘‘ Assistant Solicitor for the Customs,” and 
the latter, ‘‘ Assistant Solicitor for Merchant Shipping.” 

4th August, 1869. Customs. 


Tus Town CLerksuip oy Tyxemovrn.—At the meeting 
of the Tynemouth Town Council, on July 28, the special com- 
mittee appointed to consider the resignation of Mr. Lietch as 
Town Clerk recommended that he should be asked to continue 
his services ata salary of £420 a-year; and that Mr. Clark, the 
boreugh accountant, be engaged also as a committee clerk, to 
assist Mr. Lietch. Both Messrs. Lietch and Clark had signi- 
fied their readiness to agree to these arrangements, and the 
motion of the mayor, that the committee’s recommendation be 
agreed to, waa carried. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

July 30.—The Married Women's Property Bill.—Lorg 
Penzance moved the second reading. After recounting the 
hardships which rendered such a measure advisable, he said: 
—It would not be difficult, he thought, to provide that the 
authority of the husband and the ordinary comity of goods 
should remain so long as the parties lived together, but that 
when the home was broken up, or the husband did not per. 
form his duties, the wife should be protected by the law. 
It had been suggested that an extension of protection orders 
might meet the difficulty, but the extreme unwillingness of 
the wife to go before a magistrate would, except in very 
aggravated cases, render this a dead letter. It had also 
been felt that to give the husband aright to his wife’s 
property, barred only upon application to a magistrate, wag 
to put matters on a wrong foundation, and that if, on the 
other hand, the law recognised the wife as owner of her 
earnings, she would be elevated in the eyes of her husband 
and likely to be better treated. He regretted that the bill 
had only come up to this House within a fortnight of the 
close of the session, and he feared that by no amount of 
diligence on the part of their Lordships could it be sent 
back to the other House with any necessary amendments in 
time to become law this year. 

The Lord Chancellor approved the principle of the bill, 
while thinking that many of the details required investiga- 
tion, and that it could hardly pass in the present form. 

Lord Cairns was himself a supporter of the principle of 
the bill, but a number of its clauses went further, and others 
would require careful consideration by a select committee, 
for they raised a host of difficulties, and were the bill to pass 
in its present form the whole law relating to husband and 
wife would be thrown into confusion, the result of which 
would be a much greater change than would accomplish the 
object in view. At this period of the year careful examina- 
tion by a select committee was out of the questien. 

Lord Romilly approved the principle of the bill. It would 
revolutionize the common law, but not the existing law, for 
the former practically applied only to the poor, the other 
classes almost universally excluding its operation by con- 
tract. 

The bill was read a second time. 

The Law of Evidence Amendment Bill.—Committee— 
Clause 1.—Lord Cairns pointed out that the first and fourth 
clauses in their present form would have the effect of doing 
away with judicial oaths. They proposed that if witnesses 
simply disliked to take an oath they should be allowed to 
affirm that what they were going to say was the truth. If 
it were left to individual discretion, the witness who at 
present would not tell the truth unless he was sworn would 
decline to take the oath, while it would be taken by the 
witness who in any case would tell the truth, so that those 
who required the obligation would escape it. 

Lord Penzance admitted that the effect of the clause 
would be wider than was intended. He had no objection to 
introduce such alterations in the clause on the report as 
would meet his noble and learned friend’s view. 

The clause was agreed to. 

Clause 2.—Lord Cairns added a proviso, to the effect 
that the plaintiff in any action for breach of promise of 
marriage should not be intitled to a verdict unless his 
other testimony was corroborated by some other material 
evidence in support of such promise. 

The bill passed through committee. 

The Imprisonment for Debt Bill was read a third time and 
passed, certain amendments having boen introduced into it 
on the motion of the Lord Chancellor. 

The Savings Banks and Post-Office Suvings Banks Bill, and 
the Insolvent Debtors and Bankruptey Repeal Bill passed 
through committee. 

The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act (1868) 
Amendment Bili was read a third time and passed. 

The Presentation of Benefices Belonging to Roman Catholics, 
&¢e., Bill, the Valuation of Property (Metropolis) Bill, and 
the Public Schools Act (1868) Amendment Bill passed through 
committee. 

The Trades’ Unions (Protection of Funds) Bill. —The 
Earl of Morley moved the second reading. 

Lord Cairns described the bill as anomalous and prema- 
ture. 

The Lord Chancellor said the measure had resulted from 
a somewhat strict construction having been put on the 
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ee, 
word “illegal” as applied to trade societies by the Court of 

een’s Bench, which had declared that persons joined to- 

ther as a trades’ union, not for the purpose of restricting 
trade by intimidation, but simply resolving among them- 
selves not to engage in their trade except under certain 
conditions, were illegal. This decision prevented the so- 
cieties from recovering money due to them or punishing 
those who embezzled their funds. he Government had 
resolved to introduce this temporary measure until the 
whole matter could be dealt with in a comprehensive 
manner. The bill was read a second time. 


Aug. 2.—The Courts of Justice Salaries and Funds Bill 
was read a second time, having been opposed by Lord St. 
Leonards. 

The Trades’ Unions \Protection of Funds) Bill passed 
through committee. 

The Law of Evidence Amendment Bill was agreed to, an 
amendment having been introduced into it, on the motion 
of Lord Penzance, to meet the obtection made by Lord 
Cairns on Friday to the clause respecting the taking 
of oaths. 

The Presentation of Benefices belonging to Roman Catholics, 
gc., Bill, theValuation of Property (Metropolis) Bill, and 
the Public Schools Act (1868) Amendment Bill were read 
a third time and passed. 


Aug. 3.—The Joint-Stock Companies Arrangements Bill 
was withdrawn. 

The Zelegraphs Bill was read a second time. 

The Clerks of Assize Bill was read a second time. 

The Courts of Justice Salaries and Funds Bill passed 
through committee. 

The Trades’ Cnrions (Protection of Funds) Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The Dublin Freemen Commission Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

The Railways Abandonment Bild was read a second time. 

The Metropolitan Building Act (1855) Amendment Bill 
was read a second time. 


Aug. 5.—The Bankruptcy Bill—The Commons’ amend- 
ments were agreed to. 

The Telegraphs Bill passed through committee. 

The Dublin Freemen Commission Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

The Criminal Lunatics Bill passed through committee. 


The Hackney and Stage Carriages Law Amendment Bill | : 
; Temple in November, 1860, and was the author of a work 


was read a second time. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Law of Naturalization and Allegiance-—In reply to Mr. 
Bourke, Mr. Bruce said it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to deal with this question at the earliest possible 
period. 


Municipal and Parliamentary Voters.—In reply to Mr. V. | 
Harcourt, Mr. Bruce said reform of the registration of the | 
municipal and Parliamentary voters in England and Wales | spiek 
should be taken into the fullest consideration with a view to | the 1st July, 1837. 


introduce any improvement which might be deemed practi- 
cal in the system of registration, during next session. 


Aug. 2.—Merchant Shipping Acts Consolidation.—In reply 
to Mr. Candlish, Mr. Bright said he meant to bring ina 
bill for this purpose. 

The Bankruptcy Bill—The Lords’ Amendments were 
agreed to, 

The Bishops’ Resignation Bill was read a second time. 

Lhe Imprisonment for Debt Bill—The Lords’ amend- 
ments were agreed to. 

The Sanitary Act (1866) Amendment Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Dividends on Public Stocks Bill passed through com- 
mittee, 4 ; 


Aug. 3.—The Police—The Marlborough-street Case.— 
Mr. Eykyn moved for correspondence between the Home 
Office and the Police authorities. 

Mr, Bruce said there was none. He did not prosecute 
because he entertained grave doubts whether the imputation 
on these police-officers was just. 

fr. Jessel much regretted Mr. Bruce's conclusion. 
Solicitors’ Remuneration.—Mr. Rathbone brought in a 

toamend the law relating to the remuneration of at- 
torneys and solicitors, in order that the measure might be 
considered during the recess. 





| with Mr. William Eley, as Dean & Eley. 





Aug. 4.—The Habitual Criminals Bill passed through 
committee. 

The Dividends on Public Stocks Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

The Law of Evidence Amendment Bill.—'The Lords’ 
amendments were agreed to. 

The orders for committee upon the Real Estate Intestacy 
Bill—and the Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister Bil 
were discharged. 

Aug. 5.—The Bishops’ Resignation Bill was considered in 
committee. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. H. L. TRAFFORD. 


We have to record the death of Henry Leigh Trafford, 
Esq., stipendiary magistrate of the Salford borough and the 
petty sessional division of Manchester, who expired on the 
31st of July, in Wales, where he had gone for the benefit of 
his health. Mr. Trafford had taken a holiday in the month 
of June on account of ill-health, and returned much bene- 
fitted by the change; but a relapse occurred about a fort- 
night ago, when the county magistracy regranted him leave 
till the 12th of August, and he retired to Wales, where he 
breathed his last. The late Mr. Trafford was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in January, 1834, and has held 
the appointment of stipendiary magistrate for about twenty- 
five years. Though somewhat eccentric in manner, he was 
considered an able magistrate, and his decisions were gene- 
rally unexceptionable. At the Salford borough court, on 
the 2nd of August, his brother magistrates passed a vote ex- 
pressing regret at his loss, and stating that the Bench de- 
sired to record its high sense of the impartiality and ability 
which he had uniformly displayed in the discharge of the 
important duties of his office. At the Manchester police- 
court a similar resolution was recorded by the city magis- 
trates. 


MR. C. J. D. INGLEDEW. 
Mr. Christopher James Davison Ingledew, barrister-at- 
law, expired on the 30th July, at Carnarvon, North Wales, 
at the early age of thirty-six years. The deceased gentleman 


| wasa son of the late Mr. Christopher Ingledew, attorney-at- 
law, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, and nephew of Alderman 


Ingledew, of Leeds. He was called to the bar at the Middle 


on the ‘‘ History and Antiquities of Northallerton,”’ where 
he resided. 


MR. G. B. HICKSON, Q.C. 
One of the oldest members of the Irish bar, Mr. George 


| Blake Hickson, Q.C., died at Lower Lesson-street, Dublin, 


on the 2nd of August, at the venerable age of eighty-two 
years. Mr. Hickson was called to the bar in Ireland, in 
Hilary Term, 1819, and was created a Queen’s Counsel or 


MR. G. W. C. DEAN. 

Mr. George William Cuming Dean, solicitor, of New 
Broad-street, City, died at his suburban residence, Grove 
Villa, South Hackney, on the 26th July, in the forty-fifth 
year of his age. Mr. Dean was certificated as a solicitor in 
Easter Term, 1850, and since 1861 has been in partnership 
He was a mem- 
ber of the Incorporated Law Society, and had for some years 
been vestry clerk of St. Jude’s, Bethnal-green. 


MR. W. S. RUTTER. 

The death of Mr. William Smalley Rutter, solicitor, and 
coroner for the Manchester division of the county of Lan- 
caster, took place on the 29th July, at Lower Broughton, 
near Manchester. The deceased gentleman had attained 


| the age of seventy-seven, and held the office of coroner for 


thirty-seven years. He took out his certificate as an ate 
torney in Michaelmas Term, 1844, and in 1858 was ap- 
pointed clerk to the stipendiary and county magistrates for 
the division of Manchester. He was also a commissioner 
to administer oaths, and also for taking affidavits. On his 
appointment to the magistrates’ clerkship Mr. Rutter en- 
tered into partnership with Mr. Frederick Price, under 
the style of Rutter & Price. He was formerly a member of 
the Manchester Law Association. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

AnnvuaL Reporr oF THE COUNCIL SUBMITTED TO THE 
GENERAL MEETING OF THE Mempers, on JULY 16, 1869. 
(Continued from p, 820.) 

Lvctures and Classes. 

In November last the lecturers and readers appointed in 
the year 1867 entered upon a second course of their lectures 
and classes. 

The number of subscribers to the lectures was 171, and 
to the classes 63, being, in the aggregate, rather in excess 
of last year. 

The names of the lecturers and readers are as follows :— 

Mr. T. Li. Murray Browne, of Lincoln’s-inn—Con 
veyancing and the Law of Real Property. 

Sir George Young, Bart., of Lincoln’s-inn—Equity. 

Mr. C. H. Anderson, of the Temple—Commen Law and 
Mercantile Law. 


The Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Examinations. 

The number of candidates who have presented themselves 
at these examinations during the past year has been un- 
usually large; so much so that the proposed new Hall is 
rendered more than ever necessary, as the appropriation, 
not only of the existing Hall, but other rooms in the society’s 
building, is attended with the greatest inconvenience. 

It is a source of much gratification to find that this branch 
of the profession is so steadily advancing ; and the Council 
think that, to the establishment of an examination in general 
knowledge before articles of clerkship may be ascribed the 
improvement in the moral tone of the candidates for ad- 
mission to the ranks of the profession, which is the best 
safeguard against any abuse of that confidence which so 
frequently places the property, and even the honour, of a 
client in the hands of his professional adviser. 

The result of the several examinations is as follows :— 

Preliminary Examination—In July 1868, 114 candidates 
passed, and 32 were postponed ; in October, 151 passed, and 
43 were postponed; in February 1869, 163 passed, and 56 
were postponed ; and in May last, 187 passed, and 51 were 
postponed. 

Intermediate Examination.—In Michaelmas Term, 1868, 
144 candidates passed, and 9 were postponed ; in Hilary 
Term, 1869, 92 passed, and 11 were postponed ; in Easter 
Term, 1868, 169 passed, and 16 were postponed ; and in 
Trinity Term last, 145 passed, and 15 were postponed. 

Final Examination.—In Michaelmas 'Term, 1868, 86 can- 
didates passed, and 27 were postponed; in Hilary Term, 
1869, 102 passed, an1 11 were postponed; in Easter Term 
1869, 64 passed, and 17 were postponed; and in Trinity 
Term last, 149 passed, and 29 were postponed. 

Prizes.—The appendix to this report contains a list of all 
the candidates who have obtained prizes, c ertificates of 
merit, or other honorary distinction. 

Usages of the Profession. 

During the past year questions relating to the following 
subjects have been referred to the Council, upon which they 
have given their opinion, viz.:—Costs under special condi- 
tions ; procuration fee on a mortgage transaction ; costs of 
perusing and obtaining execution of a deed of appointment 
of new trustees under special circumstances ; costs of lease 
and counterpart ; costs on surrender of old and grant of a 
new lease ; as to receipt by relator's solicitor for costs, being 
a discharge to the defendants, in a suit in which the 
Attorney-Gereral is informant; responsibility of parties to 
a lease with reference to a penalty incurred in consequence 
of the insufficiency of the stamp. 

Matters relating to Attorneys. 

The attention of the Council has been directed to nume- 
rous cases affecting the character of attorneys and solicitors, 
some of which the Council were compelled, in the interest 
of the public and the profession, to bring to the notice of 
the Court. 

The names of three solicitors have been removed from 
the Roll, and two have been suspended from practising for 
a time. In two other instances, rules nisi have been ob- 
tained, and they are enlarged to next term. 

The Council have felt it their duty to oppose three ap- 
plications for restoration to the Roll, two of which have 
been refused, and the third is adjourned for farther hearing. 





It has also been necessary to oppose several applications 
for the renewal of attorneys’ certificates, which have been 
allowed to expire. In one case a substantial fine was im. 
posed, in addition to the payment of all arrears of duty. In 
other instances, orders were made on the payment of the 
arrears of duty, and a small fine. 

Affairs of the Society. 

The members will recollect that, at a special meeting of 
the society, held on the 4th February last, some amended 
plans of the alterations in, and additions to, the society's 
building were submitted for their consideration ; and the 
Council stated that, inasmuch as these plans had created g 
considerable addition to the estimate originally given, the 
sum of £16,000, which they were authorised to borrow, was 
then considered to be insufiicient. 

A resolution was accordingly passed, authorising the 
Council to obtain an advance of a sum not exceeding 
£25,000, for the purposes of the new works. 

The Council have since accepted the tender of Messrs, G, 
Trollope & Sons, and they are glad to be able to state 
that the tender fell so far short of the estimate, that it will 
not be necessary, at least for the present, that the society 
should borrow more than £15,000. 

The alterations and additions now in progress are, mainly, 
as follows :— 

The opening of a large area, immediately adjoining the 
north side of the Great Hall, with a view of ventilating 
the entire building; an improvement which is at present 
very much required. 

The enlargement of the presont entrance in Bell-yard. 

The erection of a large hall on first floor of the new 
building, for the purposes of the examinations, with a 
separate entrance, and lavatories for the use cf the students, 
The size and position of this hall, besides providing fora 
very pressing want, will leave the existing hall free at all 
times for the use of the members, the appropriation of 
which, at the time of the examinations, has been the cause 
of great inconvenience to the members of the society. 

The alterations will also embrace a variety of improve- 
ments in the premises occupied by the club, and a new set 
of strong rooms in the basement. 

The new catalogue is now printed, and each member may 
obtain, without charge, a copy, on application to the 
librarian, who is instructed to require a receipt for it. 

The Council have received a communication from Mr, B, 
F. Watson on the subject of deficiencies in the collection of 
the Private Acts, in consequence of which a list has been 
forwarded to Mr. Watson, who has kindly offered his aid in 
procuring such as are wanting. A collection of these Acts 
is in the possession of the Earl of Lichfield, as Custos 
Rotulorum of the county of Stafford; Mrs. Salt, the 
widow of the late Win. Salt, Esq., having presented to that 
county a very valuable collection of books and manuscripts, 
including private Acts of Parliament. 

Mr. C. H. Collette, of 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has been 
authorised by the widow of « brother of the late Mx 
Mendham, to offer for the acceptance of the society a large 
and valuable collection of tracts and works of the Fathers 
on the Roman controversy, comprising about 1,000 volumes, 
The Council accepted this very handsome donation, which is, 
at the request of Mrs. Mendham, to be called “ ‘I'he Mend- 
ham Collection.” 

472 volumes have been added to the library by donations 
and purchases since the last general mecting. 

Donations of books have also been received from the fol 
lowing gentlemen :— 

Messrs. Bower & Cotton. 

K. I’. Burton, Esq. 

C. M. Clode, Esq. 

J. M. Davenport, Esq. (2) 

8. E. Donne, Esq. (3) 

Messrs. Few & Co. 

W. Flux, Esq. Henry James. 

B. A. Heywood, Esq. (2) —_ Robert Wilson, Esq. 

Prints of some of the local and personal and private Acts 
of Parliament passed in the session 1868 have been pre 
sented by the parliamentary agents, and the residue have 
been purchased. 

The Colonial Office and India Board have continued to 
supply prints of the Acts passed in the colonies and Indian 
presidencies, 

The Council announce, with regret, three vacancies on 
their board, one occasioned by the death of Mr. Ralph 


Inner Temple. 

W. A. Oliver, Esq. 

C. Robinson, Esq., U.S. 
A Soratchley, Esq. 

C. Tracey, Be. New York. 
War Secretary, per Sit 
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Barnes, of Exeter, and two others by the retirement of Mr. 
Edward Leigh Pemberton and Mr. James Leman. 

Mr. Ralph Barnes was one of the first members of the 
society, practising in the country, represented on this 
Council; and, having regard to the high position he occupied 
jn the profession, and his great intellectual attainments, his 
loss is deeply felt. 

Mr. Pemberton, and Mr. Leman have both been mem- 
bers of the Council for many years, and have taken upon 
themselves their fill share of the duties which attach to 
the office, not only of a member of the Council, but the more 
arduous one of president. Nothing but the increasing 
pressure of the business thrown upon the Council would 
have induced them to accept the resignation of these two 
gentlemen, who both felt that their absence from the board 
was the cause of much inconvenience to their colleagues. 

The auditor's report has been open for the inspection of 
the members since the 15th April last. 

There are now 2,232 members of the society; 1,634 
residing in town, and 598 in the country. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 

The usnal monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association was held at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday last, 
the 4th inst., Thomas Harrison, Esq., in the chair. The 


. following directors also were present:—Messrs. Benham, 


Hedger, Park Nelson, and Rickman. Mr. Eiffe, secretary. 

Two grants of £30 each were made, one 19 a necessitous 
member, and the other to a member’s widow (both third 
applications), and a sum of £15 was applied in smaller 
grants to the relief of two necessitous non-members’ cases, 
Eight new annual members were admitted, and the invested 
capital of the society was ordered to be increased by the 
addition of a sum of £400, in India Four per Cents. 

The autumn half-yearly general mecting of the associa- 
tion was appointed to take place at York, on Wednesday, 
he 20th of October next. 


SOCIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION, 


The annual business meeting of members of this Associa- 
tion was held on Friday the 30th ult., to receive a report 
from the council, and to elect officers and standing com- 
mittees for the ensuing year; G. W. Hastings, Esq., in 
the chair. It was reported that during the session just 
brought toa close there had been thirty-six meetings for 
the reading and discussion of papers. Representations by 
means of deputations or memorials had been made to 
the Government in reference to the control of criminals. 
The Bankruptcy Bill, the Endowed Schools Bill, the Scotch 
Education Bill, the Extension of the Contagious Diseases 
Act, the Suppression of Gambling Farms in Hong Kong, 
and the Registration of Nurses. A deputation also waited 
upon Earl Mayo previous to his Lordship’s departure for 
India, to urge the necessity of instituting inquiries as 
Governor General into the prison discipline of that country. 
Petitions were presented to Parliament on the subject of 
the Habitual Criminal Bill, the Endowed Schools Bill, the 
Beerhouse Licensing Bill, the Real Estates Intestacy Bill, 
the Evidence Further Amendment Bill, and the Married 
Woman's Property Bill. A communication was made to 
the Trades’ Union Commission strongly recommending the 
appointment of a public prosecutor for the repression of 
outrages of the kind which had been brought under their 
notice. A form for the preparation of hospital accounts 
had been drawn vp and circulated among the principal me- 
tropolitan and provincial hospitals, with a view to intro- 
duce uniformity and render investigation comparatively 
easy. ‘Ihe joint committee of the Association and the 
British Medical Association had framed a schedule for 
presentation to the Sanitary Commission illustrating an in- 
quiry into the whole system, and for the United Kingdom. 
Officers and standing committees were elected for the en- 
suing year, and a vote of thanks was passed for the ser- 
vices of officers during the last year. The next annual 
congress was announced to take place at Bristol on the 
29th of September next. 








AMERICAN Ontruary.—Mr. R. M. Field, who has stood for 
many years at the head of the St. Louis bar, died on the 12th 
July.—The Hon. William Brigham, a prominent lawyer of 
Boston, expired on the 9th July. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AND LAW CLASSES AT THE 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following gentlemen have been appointed Lecturers 
and Readers for the ensuing year :— 

Mr. Fitzroy Kelly, on Equity. 

Mr. Howard W. Elphinstone, on Conveyancing and the 
Law of Real Property. 

Mr. Henry M. Bompas, on Common Law and Mercantile 

aw. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Trinity Term, 1869. 
Finan EXAMINATION. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
examiners recor mended the following gentlemen, under the 
age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Wituram Warsvrton. who served his clerkship to Mr. 

Francis Marriott, of Manchester; and Messrs. Chester & 
Urquhart, of London. 
Tuomas Mortimer Srmppatt, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Wilson & Burkinshaw, of Alfreton; Mr. Thos. 
Diggles, of Manchester; and Messrs. Norris, Allens, and 
Carter, of London. 

WitrtiaMm Jonn Barrtisurit, B.A., who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. James Pitts, of Exeter ; and Mr. William Moon, 
of London. 

Cuas. JAMES Burritt, who served his clerkship to Messrs 
Robinson & Chapman, of Leyburn; and Messrs. Williamson, 
Hill, & Co., of London. 

Wittram Cockcrort, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Eastwood, of Todmorden; and Messrs. Torr, Janeway, 
& Tagart, of London. , 

Epwarp Tuomas Moore, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Broomhead & Wightman, of Sheffield; and Messrs, 
Pattison, Wigg, & Co., of London. 

Ricuarp Petcx, who served his clerkship to Mr. Thomas 
Blanchard Burland, of South Cave, Yorkshire ; and Messrs. 
Lambert & Burgin, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ac- 
cordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Warburton, the prize of the Honourable Society 
of Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Siddall, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
New Inn. 

To Mr. Battishill, Mr. Burrill, Mr. Cockcroft, Mr. Moore, 
and Mr. Petch, Prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The examiners also certified that the following candidates, 
under the age of 26, whose names are placed in alphabetical 
order, passed examinations which entitle them to commenda- 
tion :— 

Witt1am Hexry Crowper, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Vizard, Crowder, Anstie, & Young, of London. 

Tuomas Parry Jones, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Llewellyn Adams, of Ruthin; and Messrs. Rooks, Kenrick, 
& Harston, of London. 

Lewis Cuatmers Lockuart, who served his clerkship to 
to Mr. John Oswald Head, of Hexham; and Messrs. Bell, 
Brodrick, & Gray, of Loudon. 

James Ryiey, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Winder, of Boulton le Moors; and Messrs. Mackeson & 
Goldring, of London. 

Epwarp Lee Warner, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Crawley, Arnold, & Green, of London. 

Warner Wricnt, who served his clerkship te Messrs. 
Coaks & Rackham, of Norwich; and Messrs. Sharpe, 
Parkers, & Pritchard, of London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examiners further announced to the following candi- 
dates that their answers to the questions at the examination 
were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them to 
certificates of merit if they had not been above the age of 
26 :— 

Frank Crtsp, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Ashurst, 
Son, & Morris, of London; Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, & 
Knight, of London; and Messrs. Morris & Harvey, of 
London. 

Epwin Correritt Newey, who served his clerkship to Mr, 
William Ridout Wills, of Birmingham. 
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Epmunp Warriner, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Robert Fisher Thompson, of Kendal; Mr. Thomas Wight, 
of Dudley ; and Mr. Archibald Scott Lawson, of London. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 178 ; 
of these 149 passed and 29 were postponed. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 1870. 
Unper 23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127, s. 9. 

The elementary works, in addition to book-keeping (mer- 
cantile), selected for the Intermediate Examination of persons 
under articles of clerkship executed after the lst of January, 
1861, for the year 1870 are— 

Chitty on Contracts, chapters 1 and 8, with the exception, 
in chapter 3, of section 1 relating to contracts respecting 
real property. Any edition published in or after 1850. 

Williams on the Principles of the Law of Real Property. 
7th or 8th editions. 

J. W. Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence. 7th, 8th, 
or 9th editions. 





The examiners deal with the subject of mercantile book. 
keeping generally, and do not in their questions confine 
themselves to any particular system. Candidates are not 
examined in the method of book-keeping by double entry, 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give to 
the Incorporated Law Society one calender month’s notice 
before the commencement of the term in which they desire 
to be examined. Candidates are also required to leave their 
articles of clerkship and assignments (if any ), duly stamped 
and registered, seven clear days before the commencement of 
such term, together with answers to the questions as to 
due service and conduct up to that time. 

Candidates may be examined either in the term in which 
one half of their term of service will expire, or in one of 
the two terms next before, or one of the two terms next 
after one half of the term of service under their articles. 

The examinations are held in the hall of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, in Hilary, Kaster, 
Trinity, and Michaelmas Terms, 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, July. 








THE ELECTION PETITIONS. 
The following is a copy of the return made by Master Gordon to the House of Commons (pursuant to order of 18th 
of June, 1869) of the taxed costs, so far as the same have yet (July 31st, 1869) been ascertained, of the petitioners and 
respondents in the election petitions tried under ‘‘ The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868” :— 


Date of 
Taxation. 
1869. 
May 21 


Venue. Petitioner. 


Hastings. Sutton and Another. 


June 5 Bewdley. Sturge and Another. 
Petitioners’ costs. 
Gardner. 


June 14 Cheltenham. 


June 30 Wigan. Brayshay and Another. 


. Do. Do. 
July New Sarum.* Ryder. 


Tillett. 
Petitioner’s costs (except as to 
scrutiny), £703 2s. 10d. 
Hind and Others. 
Petitioners’ costs. 
Hon. S. G. Calthorpe and An- 
other. 
Pegler. 


July Norwich. 


July Beverley. 
July Hastings. 
July Southampton. 


July King’s Lynn. Armes and Another. 


July Tamworth. Hill and Another. 


July Penryn. Broad and Others. 


July 23 Manchester.* Royse and Another. 


Costs Allowed, 
£ ad 


449 14 6 


Respondent. 


F. North, Esq., M.P. 
Respondent's costs. 
Sir R. A. Glass, Knt. 
1,241 19 0 
H. B. Samuelson, Esg., M.P. 
Respondent's costs. 731 
H. Woods, Esq., M.P., and J. Lancaster, 
Esq., M.P. 
Respondent Woods’ costs. 896 
Respondent Lancaster’s costs. 
E. W. T. Hamilton, Esq., M.P. 
Respondent's costs. 
Sir H. J. Stracey, Bt. 
Respondent’s costs of scrutiny, £168 
5s. 2d. 
Sir H. Edwards, Bt., and E. H. Kennard, 
sq. 
T. Brassey, Esq., M.P. 
Respondent’s costs. 
Hon. R. Gurney, M.P., and P. M. Hoare, 
Esq., M.P. 
Respondent Gurney’s costs. 
Hon. R. Bourke, M.P. 
Respondent's costs. 
Right Hon. Sir R. Peel, Bt., M.P., and 
Rt. Hon. Sir H. L. Bulwer, Knt., M.P. 
Respondent Sir R. Peel’s costs. 
R. N. Fowler, Esq., M.P., and E. B. East- 
wick, Esq., M.P. 
Respondents’ costs. 
H. Birley, Esq., M.P. 
Respondent's costs. 








THE NEW LAW COURTS. 
Rerort of the Serecr CommirrTex appointed to inquire into the site and charge of the New Law Courts. 


1. Your Committee have taken into consideration the 
matters referred to them, and have examined professional 
and other witnesses of experience and eminence. 

2. They find that, in 1842, a Select Committce was ap- 
pointed to “ consider the expediency of erecting a building in 
the neigbourhood of the Inns of Court for the sittings of the 
Courts of Law and Equity, with a view to the more speedy , 
convenient, and effectual administration of justice.” 

3. Inquiries were renewed, by direction of Parliame nt, 
from time to time, and a Royal Commission issued in 18 59, 
whose recommendations all tended to that object. 

4, In accordance with the report, made in 1860, of the 
Royal Commission, which included the present Lord Chan- 
cellor, Sir J. T. Coleridge, and the late Sir G. Cor newall 
Lewis, an Act was passed in the year 1865, authorising the 
purchase of a large area, since cleared, lying between the 


| Strand and Carey-street, and containing seven and a-half 
| acres. 

| 5. By a ‘second Act, of the same session, the cost of the 
site to be thus acquired, and of the buildings to be erected 
upon it, was provided for partly by £1,000,000 of stock, 
standing to the credit of the Suitors’ Fund in the Court of 
Chancery, and partly by a redemption annuity, extending 
over a period not exceeding fifty years, to be levied by fees 
on suitors, 

6. The acquisition of the property and its clearance have 
occupied a period of nearly four years, and the cost of the 
purchase and clearance has amounted toa sum exceeding 
£800,000. 

7. A Royal Commission, dated 29th June, 1865, was issued 
appointing the Lord Chancellor and many of the judges, 








and other persons, ‘‘ to advise and concur with the Treasury 


* These petitions came before the Court of Common Pleas as a special case, pursuant to section 11, clause 16, of The 
Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868.’’ 
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as to the plan and arrangements of the intended New 
Courts;” and during the period which has been occupied 
in acquiring and obtaining possession of the site, the Com- 
missioners have, from time to time, recorded their opinion 
as to the courts and offices necessary or desirable to be pro- 
ided for. 

Te cier the Thames Embankment Act, passed in 1862, 
a space of ground lying between Norfolk-street, Surrey- 
street, Arundel-street, and the river, was reclaimed and 
directed to be set apart for the use of the public as orna- 
mental ground. : ; 

9. Upon this ground, and the space lying between it and 
the Strand, a scheme was proposed early in the present 
session for erecting new courts of law and offices, instead of 
erecting them on the Carey-street site, acquired under the 
Act of 1865. This design was subsequently limited to an 
area comprising the houses and buildings to the south of 
Howard-street, and about one and a quarter acre of the re- 
claimed land, and involving, for the sake of approaches and 
air, the demolition of part of the houses on the north side of 
Howard-street. 

10. Mr. Street. whose plans for the building on the 
Carey-strect site had been sanctioned by the Roya Com- 
mission, was directed by the First Commissioner of Works 
to prepare « set of plans adapted to the lesser Embankment 


area consisting of six acres ; and likewise plans on a reduced | 


scale suited tv the seven anda half acres of the Carey-street 


site. 

11. Thus the Committee had before them, on the north of 
the Strand, seven and a half acres, forming the Carey-street 
site, already purchased and cleared, and from which up- 
wards of 4,000 resident occupiers had been removed, and on 
the south of the Strand, below Howard-treet, a site to the 
extent of six acres, about four anda half acres of which 
are still covered by houses and buildings. 

12. From the fullest consideration of all the circum- 
stances of the case, and of the facts stated in evidence before 
them, your Committee have come to the following con- 
clusions :— 

13. hey are of opinion that the Carey-street site, upon 
the whole, affords the best opportunity of concentrating the 
courts and offices in the centre of the great legal district 
lying between and nearly equi-distant from Lincoln’s-inn 
and the Temple ; and that it would be greatly to the public 
advantage that this site should be adhered to. and the New 
Law Courts and Offices erected thereon, as sanctioned by 
Parliament in the Act of 1865 

14, The evidence received by your Committee has satisfied 
them that the convenience of the public cannot be separated 
in the main from that of the legal profession, and that the 
economy of time which would result from placing the 
Law Courts in immediate proximity to the chambers 
of the practising barristers and _ solicitors, would 
tend to the direct advantage of the suitors. 
On the other hand, the placing of the Equity Courts on the 
Embankment site would, in the judgment of your Committee, 
be of serious detriment to the public and the profession, 
and materially diminish, if not destroy, the benefit which 
has accrued from the transfer of the Chancery Courts from 
Westminster to Lincoln’s-inn. 

15. With regard to facility of access, your Committee are 
impressed with the conviction that for all ordinary purposes 
connected with the courts no great additional expenditure 
need be incurred should the Carey-street site be adopted , 
while they desire to call attention to the fact that the in- 
creased accommodation likely to afforded by the Embank- 
ment, the river, and the contemplated railway must be taken 
into account as available, in the case of strangers, for the 
Carey-street site, to nearly the same degree as for that of 
Howard-strect, 

16. The Carey-street site admits of a building the same 
size as that proposed to be placed on the Embankment site, 
with an area available for improved approaches. 

17. The reasons for any improvement in the approaches 
that may be desirable upon the north of Carey-street would 
equally apply if the building were erected on the Howard- 
street site. 

18. It is alleged that the shape of the Carey-strect site pre- 
sents certain inconveniences, from the irregular shape of the 
western boundary ; but your Committee believe that the site 
may be made available for the reduced scheme without any 
additional purchases, by a give and take arrangement with 
Clement’s-inn, and that if any additional purchase of ground 
were found necessary, the cost of such purchase might be 











met by the sale of a portion of the ground already acquired. 

19. Mr. Hardwick and other witnesses have stated their 
opinion that no difficulty whatever would exist in securing 
purity of air, adequate ventilation, and sufficiency of light 
in buildings erected on either site. 

20. The Carey-street site, then, being in the opinion of 
your Committee the most convenient for the accomplishment 
of the main objects of the proposed concentration, they pro- 
ceed to consider whether, with relation either to cost or 
architectural effect, it would be wise to abandon the present 
Parliamentary site. 

21. Your Committee have carefully weighed the conflict- 
ing statements laid before them regarding the question of 
cost. 

22. The estimated expense of acquiring the Howard- 
street site and widening Essex-street, which Mr. Street and 
Mr. Hunt concur in regarding as indispensable, would be as 
large as that already expended on the Carey-street site as 
it now stands. 

23. If the Carey-street site were abandoned, a considerable 
loss must inevitably occur on its re-sale, which Mr. Pownall, 
Mr. Hardwick, and Mr. Oakley agree in putting as high as 
£436,000. 

24. Mr. Hunt, indeed, says in his evidence, that he has 
been in communication with a gentleman representing, 
according to his own statements, some very responsible 
persons who are willing to take the Carey-street site and 
lay it out for building purposes at an ultimate rent equiva- 


| lent to three andahalf per cent. on £780,000; but that; 


although the ultimate rent will be three and a half per cent. 
there must he a period of time when all the rent cannot be 
obtained, and so Mr. Hunt puts it at three per cent. 

25. Even assuming that all Mr. Hunt’s expectations 
could be realised, the very least amount of loss which can be 
calculated on is £34,000 per annum for four years for interest 
of money. 

26. The evidence has satisfied your Committee that the 
area already acquired, and which is ready for the commence- 
ment of building, is sufficient for the erection of the Courts 
of Law and the Offices on the reduced scale contemplated in 
the plan prepared for the Howard-street site by direction of 
the First Commissioner of Works. 

27. If at any future pericd additional accommodation 
should be required, the ground in the neighbourhood of the 
Carey-street site would be obtained at a probably lower price 
than that in the neighbourhood of Howard-strect ; the latter 
site being bounded by King’s Coliege on the one side and 
the Temple on the other, any extension would have to take 
the direction of the very expensive block of buildings on the 
south side of the Strand. 

28. There is so much difference of opinion in your Com- 
mittee as to the comparative advantages of the two sites in 
point of architectural effect, that they are unable to report 
upon that subject. 

29. Looking at the delay that has occurred since the pas- 
sing of the Act, and the further suspense that would be un- 
avoidable in obtaining the powers for, and the compulsory 
purchase and clearance of, another site, and considering that 
no paramount reasons have been submttted to the committee 
for a change in the original design, your Committee recom- 
mend that the Carey-street site be retained, and that the 
New Law Courts and Offices be erected thereon. 

30th July, 1869. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quoration, Aug. 6, 1869. 
{From the Oficial List of the actuat business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


8 per Cent, Consols, 92% Annuities, April, ’85, [1 15-16 
Ditto for Account, Sept., 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. t40s 
3 per Cent. Reduced 93 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct 9p m 
New 3 per Cent., 93 Ditto, £500, Do —9pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. "94 Nitto, £100 & £200,— 9p m 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. "94 76 | Bank of England Ssocx, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan, ’72 Ct. (last aalf-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 — Ditto for Accounts, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk.,10}p Ct.Apr.'74, 209 =, Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C.,Jan.’72 105 
Ditto for Account | Ditto, 54 per Cent.,May,’79 110$ 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, ‘80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceac., Oct. S83 101 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aus. "73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct, £10025 p wa 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 92}| Ditto, ditto, ander £1000, 25 p m 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 


Shres. Railways. Paid, |Closing prices. 








Stock Bristol and Pxeter .......ccsessscsscsesessseree 100 
Stock  Caledonian.......... oe 
Stock Glasgow and § ° 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Stock | Great Northern .. ° 
Stock Do., A Stock* .. enetion 
Stock Great Sonthern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—OUriginal ........ cubpnaeseneee 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford,,, .. 
Stock Do.,d0.—Ne@wport crescorecee 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire whe 100 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast.. 100 
Stock London,Chatham, and Dover...... 100 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western... 100 
Stock | J. »ndon and South-Western ...... 100 
Stock Manchester, Shetteld,and Lincoln 100 
Stock Metropolitan Lee .| 100 
Stock = Midland kun anbd beaeebasn ck: 100 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby , 100 
BROCK: | MOVE BYitiGh: opecsescscsoscsocssoeesaoes) 100 
Stock North London ,... : | 100 
Stock North Statlordshire. 1v0 
Stock | south Devon ...... 100 
Stock | South-Eastern coun 100 
Stock apes kuansbencceatmssoiueace- | See I 
{ 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent, bas been pait to b. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 





| | Price 
per 


No. of| Dividend | | 
Shares.| Paid. | share. 


Shares} per annum Names. 





| £ . Cie «. a, 
5000} 5 pe & bs! Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life 100 6 
4000) 40 pe & bs; County... ove ee 1 0 

35536) 5 pe & bs | Eagle eae ove eve 50 0 
10000} 7/ 2s 6d pc; Equityand Law... - 1d0 ” 
20000) 7/ 2s 6d pe) English & Scot, Law Lite 50 
2700) 5 per cent} Equitable Keversionar)... 104 
4600) 5 percent) Do. New... oes ooo} = 80 
5000; 5& 3pshb!Gresham Life... ost 90 
20000] 5 per cent! Guardian ... ‘es ia: Oe 

20000] 23} per cent) Home & Col. Ass., Limes. 50 

7500; Luv per ceni| Imperial Lite... « =: 100 
60000; 6 per cent) Law Fire... oun we =100 
10000} 324 pr cent; Law Lite ... RaR eee! 100 

J0O0uUU} JU per cent! Law Union ae ooo lu 

2000) 5ii7séd pc) Legal & General Life ... 50 
20000) 4212s 6d pe) London& rovincial Law bu | 
40000) 26 per cent) North Brit. & Mercauuie 50 | 

2500) 125 & bus} Provideut wife .., -. 100 [10 0 

689220) 2u per cen:| Royal Wxchange.., « §«=dtock; All [31900 xd 
~ og perceni Suutive ., | 


ceouucocn 


GeecScnocucusd 








Money Market AND CITY INTELLIGENCE. 

The closing of accounts for the autumn usually depresses the 
funds at this season of the year. The advent of gold and the easy 
state of the discount market kept up Consols during the earlier 
part of the past week. They succumbed, however, later, and it 
is thought that operations consequent on the telegraph settle- 
Ments, and the probable requirements of nioney by the Indian 
Government for railways and other purposes, will continue to 
keep them drooping. Railways have been dull, and foreign 
securities particularly heavy, with, however, some improvement 
at the close. 








An appointment of some importance has become vacant at St. 
Thomas's Ilospital by the deatii of Mr. William Johnston, its 
receiver. As the hospital possesses large landed property, the 
receiver has considerable responsibility. Mr. Johnston was 
peculiarly fitted for the office, not simply as an accountant, but, 
with a general knowledge of the value of property, he was able, 
in a courteous and pleasant manner, to conduct the necessary 
correspondence, as well as the arrangements for letting the house 
and farm properties of the hospital. The treasurer and 
governors will be fortunate if they succeed in obtaining a suc- 
cessor to Mr. Johnston of equal fitness for the appointment. 

Tue Law’s Detay.—Lamentableinstances of the uncertainty 
and costliness of the administration of the law which, apparently, 
everywhere prevails under Anglo-Saxon rule, are not wanting 
in India. A Hindoo widow, who had been left the sum of 
£20,000 by her husband, had her right to the bequest disputed 
by the other members of the family. In order to defend her- 
self in the courts she was compelled to borrow money, and while 
the law proceedings dragged their tortuous length slowly on, 
she had to keep borrowing, until, when the case was at length 
ripe for adjudication, it was found that the parties from whom 
the poor woman had borrowed, had become, through the extent 
to which they had advanced, lawful possessors of the widow's 


right to the £20,000.—The Asiatic. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT, 


AT THE MART. 
July 30.—By Messrs. Gapspen, Extis, & Scorer. 

Freehold business premises, No. 63, Fleet-street, let at £230 per annum 
—sold £5,580. 

Aug. 2.—By Messrs. Cuartton & SKINNER. 

Freehold estate, known as West Pike Fish Farm, Yalding, Kent, con. 
taining 98a Ir 26p—sold £5,000. 

Freehold, 139 acres of land, two farmhouses, five cottages, and farm 
buildings, situate at Tonbridge, Kent—sold £10,800. 

By Messrs. Fareprorure, Curr, & Co, 

Freehold, 2a 2r 9p of land, situate at Kingswood, Surrey—sold £100, 

Freehold, la 2r 4p of pasture land. situate as above —sald £15). 

Freehold cottages, gardens, and land, containing 7a 3c Ip, situate as 
above —sold £680, 

Freehold residence, buildings, and land, containing 5a Or 31p, situate ag 
above—sold £630. 

By Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bousrtetp. 

Freeliold and copyho'd estate, situate in the parishes of Chobham and 
Windlesham, Surrey, comprising 80 acres of arable and pasture land 
—sold £2,970. 

Freehold house and shop, No. 12, Grocers’-ha!l-court, Poultry, let at 
£28 per annum—aold £905. 

Freehold house and shop, 3, Dove-court, Poultry, annual value £49~ 
sold £480. 

Freehold, three houses, Nos. 3 to 5, Batter’s-alley, Milton-street, Fins. 
bury, let nt £18 per annnm —sold £390. 

Freehold, five houses, Nos. 22 to 26, Warwick-court. Whitecross-street, 
Cripplegat-, let on lease at £10 10s. per annum—sold £28), 

Freghold house, No. 6, Castle-street, Holborn, let at £65 per annum— 
Sold for £1,710. 

One-eighth share in a freehold house, No. 6, Charles-street, Drnry-lane, 
let on lease at £48 per annnm; also in a leaseho!d stable, No7, 
South-mews, Manchester-square, let at £35 per annum, term, 81} 
years from 1790—--sold £60. 

Freehold house, No. 50, Millpank-street, Westminster, let at £35 per 
annum—sold £520. 

Freehold ground rent of £59 per annum, secured on 12 houses in East. 
street, Walworth- sold £1,700, 

Leazehold, eight houses, Nos. 68%, 69), 692, 694, 695, 698, 700, and 702, 
Old Kent-road, producing £137 tis. 6d. per annam; term, 99 years 
from 1899, at £21 17s. 6d. perannum—sold £570. 

Leasehold, two houses, Nos. 70 aud 72, Pratt-street, Camden-town, pro 
dneing £56 per annum, terin, 63 years from 182), at a peppercora 
rent—sold £129. 

Freehold, two cottages, situate near Bromley, Kant, prodacing £21 per 
annum ; also a ground rent of £2 283,—sold £245. 

Freehold plot of ground, situate at Farnbovough, Kent—iold £30. 

Freshoid, No. 15, Chark’s-buiidiags, East-street. Greenwich, annual value 
£15—soid £150. 

Aug. 3.--By Messrs. D Bennam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Leasehold residence, No. 12, York-place, Baker-street, Portman-square ; 
term, 184 years unexpired, ab £15 153. per annum, and underiet for 
the whole term at £200 per annum—sold £1,240, 

Ly Messrs. Cutnnock, Gatswortuy, & Cutnnock. 

Leasehold house and manuf.cturing premises, No. 3s, Crimscott-street, 
Grange-roid, Bermoudsey ; term, 2245 years unexpired, at £10 per 
annum—suld £200. 

Leaseho'd premises, used as a fencing school, situate in Crown and 
Sceptre-court, St. James-street, fet at £105 per annum; term, 394 
years unexpired, ab £21 15s. per annum —sold £1,000. 

Ang. 5.—By Messrs, NewBon & Harpine. 

Leasehold house, No. 31, Cloudesley-square, Islington, let at £42 per 
annum; term, 32 years unexpired, at £7 per annum—sold £340. 

Leasehoid residence, No. 16, Cloudesley-street, Islington, let at £45 
per annum; term, 3: years unexpired, at £8 per annum--sold £320. 

Leasehold house, No. 7, Crane-grove, Albion-road, Holloway-road, let 
at £35 per annum: term, 50 years from 1852, at £3 per annum—sold 
£325, 

Leasehold residence, No. 9, Crane-grove, let at £32 per annum; term, 
50 years from 1552, at £3 104. per annum—<old £245, 

Leasehold house, No. 26, Upper Bemerton-screet, Caledonian road, 
let at £35 per annum ; terw, 75 years unexpired, at £6 per annun— 
sold £305. 

By Messrs. J. & R. Kemp. 

Freehold messuage, house, and premises, used as a straw plait manu- 
facturer, situate in High-street, Duostable—sold £1,005. 

Copyhold residence, at Palmer’s-greea, E lmouton—sold £555, 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
By Mr. F. G. Sarr, 
Freeh o!d estute, situate at Hanwell, comprising a residence, stabling, 
buildings, and land, l4a 2r l2p—sold £3,520. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
COLT—On Aug. 4, at Bishopwood House, Highgate, the wife of George 
N. Colt, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son, 
PINNIGER—On July 25, at The Limes, Newbury, the wife of James 
Cockburn Pinniger, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
SHERIF F—On July 6, at St. George’s, Grenada, West Indies, the wife 
of W. Musgrave Sheriff, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, 


of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

BATCHELOK—LEEMAN—On Aug. 3, at St. Margaret's, Westminster, 

George Beetham Batchelor, Esq., of No. 16, Essex-stree:, and 81, Den- 

bigh-street, to Jane Leeson, fifth daughter of George Leeman, Esq., of 

Yor«, Rosedala Abbey, and No. 7, Dean's-yard, Westminster, 
TIMEWELL—EDWARDS--On Aug. 3, at St. Peter's, Notting-hil!, 

William Henry Timewell, Solicitor, of St, Luke’s-road, Bayswater, t) 





= . 
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ooo si ‘ 
Amy Jane, eldest daughter of William Lloyd Edwards, Esq., of Daw- 
s Bayswater. 
maple, DEATHS. 
ABBOTT—Onr Aug. 3, at No. 10, Great Prescott-street, E., Florence 
Theresa Clair, the infant daughter of B. J. Abbett, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Worship-street, E.C. 

ATTREE—On July 31, at 27, Richmond-terrace, Clapham-road, Jane» 
the wife of T. M. Attree, Solicitor, of 2, New-inn, 

GREEN—On July 28, at Ware, James Fordham Green, Solicitor, 
aged 72. 

RUTTER—On July 29, at his residence, Ford View, Lower Broaghton, 
Manchester, William Smalley Rutter, Esq., Solicitor, Coroner for the 
Manchester Division of the County of Lincaster, aged 77. 

TRAFFORD—On Ang. 1, at Corwen, North Wales, Henry Leigh Traf- 
ford, Esq., Stipendiary Magistrate of Salford, in the 61s year of his 
age. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


THinding-up of Joint Stock Compaures. 
Fripay, July 30, 1869. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Dunraven United Collieries) Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated July 19, ordered that the abovecompany 
be wound up. Nash & Co, Suffolk-Jaue, Cannon-st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. ; 

Hop Planters Joint Stock Company (Limited) —Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated July 19, ordered that the above company be 
wound np. Stevens & Co, Nicholas-lane, Loiabard-st, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

New Westminster Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented July 26, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart on the next petition day. Sneli, George-st, Mansion-house, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

Northern Assam Tea Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated July 19, ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Mercer & Mercer, Mincing-lane, solicitors fur the peti- 
tioner. 

Tuespay, Auz. 3, 1869. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Lapilla Pyrites Company (Limited ).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated July 26, ordered that the volnntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Newmarket Hotels Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, 
by an order dated July 24, appointed Samuel Slater, 361, Moorgate- 
st, official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or bofore Sept 10, 
to send theic names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to the above. Saturday, Nov 13, at 12, isappointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Valparaiso Waterworks Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins 
has, by an order dated July 23, appointed Predsvice Maynard, 55, 
Old Broad-st, official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 1, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, Nov 3, at 1, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upou the debts and claims. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Abraham Consols Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
July 23, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s 
Hall, Truro, on Aug ll, at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the 
hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s 
office, Truro, on or before Aug 7, and notice thereof musi at the samo 
time be given jto the petitioners, their solicitors, or their agents. 
Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, fur Hodge & Co, Truro, solicitors for 
the petitioners, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, July 30, 1869. 

Bazin, Chas, Leadenhall-st, Cutler. Aug 24. Humber Iron Works and 
Ship Building Company (Limited) v Bazin, M. R. ‘layloe, Lawrence 
Pountney-hi!l, Cannon-st. 

Bradburne, Robt Hy, Portland-rd, Kensington, Gent. 
burne v Bradburne, M. R. 

Crossley, Luke Thos, Chel 3 
Dorning, V.C. Malins. Harvey, Lpool. 

Gordon, John, Saxlingham, Norfolk, Esq. 
James. Robberds, Norwich. 

Langston, Eiwd Hurst, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Gent. Oct 1. Langston 
v Ashdown, V.C. James. Layton, Stratford. 

Twohig, Mary, Swinton-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Sept 21. Colemanv Rawles, 
V.C, Stuart. Gibson & Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Webb, Emma, Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Widow. Oct 15, Webb v 
Jones, M. R. Robaris & Simpson, Moorgate-st. 

Williamson, Fras Robt, Chiswell-st, Finsbury, lroumonger. Williamson 
v Harridance, V.C. Stuart, Crick, Maldon. 

Tugspay, Aug. 3, 1869, 

Griffiths, Lewis, Marle-hitt, Gloucester, Esq. Nov 1, Griffiths v Grif- 
fiths, V.C. Malins. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Holt, Jas, Derby, Gent. ‘Sept 15. Hunt v Holt, V.C. Malins. 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Jelley. Wm, Rectory-pl, Woolwich, Gent. Sept 10. Jelley v Taylor, 
M.R. Deane & Chubb, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Rutter, Angelina, otherwise Amy Lester, Lupus-st, Pimlico, Spinster. 
Aug 16, Clarke v Riley, M. KR. Murray, Gt St Helen’s, 

edley, Sarah, Stapleford, Nottingham, Widow. Sept 30. Smedley 

* Smedley, M. R. Burton & Sons, Nottingham, 
ley, Thos, Stapleford, Nottingham, Gent. 

Smedley, M. R. Burton & Sons, Nottingham. 

Wise, Jus, Assembly House, Kentish-lown, Licensed Victualler. 
80, Bland v Bland, V.C. James. 


Aug 23. Brad- 
Davies & Co, Warwick-st, Regent-st. 
ham, Gl , Esq. Oct l. Crossley v 


Re Gordon, V.C. 





Sept 1. 


Hunt, 


Sept 30. Smedley v 


Sept 
Shaen & Grant, Kennington-rd. 








Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
VaipaY, July 30, 1869. 
Dunn, Martha, Hartford, Cnester, Spinster. 
Northwich. 
Dunn, Eliz, 
Northwich. 
Fisher, Ralph Bromfield, Oak-hill, Keat, 
York-pl, Portman-sq. 
Gibson, Julia, Cambridge-villa, 
Great Knight-Rider-st. 
Jessop, Geo, Dibden, Southampton, Esq. 
Benuett, Red-lion-sq. 
King, Eliz Vict, Devizes, Wilts, Spinster. 
Freemantle. 
Langston, Julia Fras, Princes-gardens, Princes-gate, 
Widow. Sept}. Harrison & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Mayo, Jas Cragie, Pickford-pl, Brixtou-rd, Contractor. 
Chester, Newington-butts, 
Newnham, Chas, Uckfield, Sussex, 
Jones, Lewes. 
Roebuck, Joseph, Hulme, Lancaster, Yeoman. Sept l, Attkins, Manch, 


Sept 1. Cheshire 


Hartford, Chester, Spinster. Sept 1. 


Oct 24. 


Cheshire 
Esq. Tomkins 
Addams, 


Phelps 


Norbiton. Sept 1. 


Sept |. and 


Sept 8. Holyman, 


Kensington, 
Sept 1. 


Timber Merchant. Aug 31. 


Tuespay, Aug. 3, 1869. 
Allen, Wm, Worcester, Coal & Timber Merchant. 
Worcester. 
Armitage, Wm, Knottinogley, 
Pontefract. 
Betts, Arthur, Montpelier-st, Brompton, 
Old Broad-st. 
Candy, Rev Geo, South Newiagton, Oxford, Clerk. 
Baubury. 
Daniell, Thos, West Bergholt, Essex, Brewer. Sept 29. Neck & Dennis, 
Colchester. 
Elliot, Wm, Redhill, Surrey, M.D. 
Fenchurch:st. 
Gea!, John, Lpool, Master Mariner. Sept 23. Wright & Co, Lpool. 
Gelderd, Hannah, Gildersome, York, Widow. Ocs 3!. Payne & Co, 
Leeds. 
Haigh, Wm Chapman, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. Sept 13. Rawson 
& Co, Bradford, 
Hookman. Edw Thos, Dover, Kent, Gent. 
Frederick’s-p!, Olid Jewry. 
Jones, Edw, Bangor, Carnarvon, 
Bangor. 
Killick, John, Groombridge. Sussex, Farmer. 
bridge Wells. 
Lomax, Jonnsoa, Bolton, Lancaster, Gent. 
Lucas, Eliz, Louth, Liacoln, Widow. 
Louth. 
Prior, Adrian de Moatmorency, Torquay, Devon, Lieut R.A. 
Fave, Birm. 
Salter, Jas, Holmer Green, Bucks, Farmer. 
shan. 
Usher, Geo Moon, Beverley, York, Gent. 
Beverley. 
deeds tegistecedy pursuant to Gankruytey Act, 1561. 
Faripay, July 30, 1869 
Aston, Chas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Ironmonger. 
July 23. 
Bridge, Geo, Failsworth, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. 
Reg July 29. 
Brightly, Wm Hy, Upwell, Cambridge, Butcher. 
Reg July 27. 
Brundritt, Jemima, Manch, Provision Dealer. July 7. Asst. Reg July 28. 
Bruton, Geo, Oxford, Wine Merchant. July 19. Comp. Reg July 28. 
Buck, Wm, & Win Watkin, Halifax, York, Engineers. July l, Asst. 
Reg July 27. 
Champion, Chas Farr, Bristol,Carpenter. July 8. Asst. Reg July 28. 
Dawson, Thos, Leeds, Farmer. July 15. Comp. Reg July 30. 
Gifford, Hy, Lpool, Wholesale Grocer. Juiy 8. Comp. Reg July 29, 
Hallam, Wm, & Hy Joseph Madge, Swansea, Tinplate Manufacturers. 
June 30. Asst. Reg July 26. 
Harpham, Joseph, Sheffield, Cabinet Maker, July 2. leg 
July 26. 
—, Chas, Hawthorne-grove, Penge, Slater. July 2. Comp. Reg 
uly 29. 
Horrigan, Michael, Newport, Monmouth, Butcher. July 3. Comp. 
Reg July 28. 
Idle, Danl, Dewsbury, York, Blanket Manufacturer. 
Reg July 28. 
Jane, Jas Kellow, Plymouth, Devon, Baker. June 30. Comp. 
July 27. 
Jones, John, Buckhurst-hill, Essex, Grocer. 
July 29, 
Longbottom, John Thos, Leeds, Shopkeeper. 
July 28. 
Madge, Hy Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Tinplate Manufacturer 
June 30. Comp. Reg July 26, 
— Emile, Davies-st Berkeley-sq, Milliner. July 1. Reg 
uly 27. 
Mirabita, Ferdinand “Nicholas, County-chambers, Cornhill, Shipowner. 
July 23, Comp. Reg July 27. 
Mowbray, Alfd Richd, Oxford, Bookseller. 
Nicholls, Jas Fras, Neville-ter, Hornsey-rd, Gastitter. 
Reg July 29. 
Norman, Wm Hy. Plymouth, Devon, Retired Paymaster. 
Comp. Reg July 2s. 
Parsons, Joseph, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. 
July 29. 
Payant, Wm Fredk Clare, Manch, Wine & Spirit Merchant. 
Comp. Reg July 27. 
Pyne, Wm Washington, South Lancing, Sussex, Schoolmaster. July 17. 
Iuspection. Reg July 2s. 
Reeve, Geo, Grosvenor-park, Camberwell, Builder. 
Reg July 27. 


Sept 29. Allen, 


York, Shipowner. Aug 21, Carter, 


Sept 13. Purrier, Union-ct, 


Aug 20. Looker, 


Sept 50. Tamplin & Taslor, 


Sept 1. Tathams & Co, 


Ironmonger. Oct 1. Foulkes, 


Oct 1. Cripps, Tun- 


Oct I. 
Sept 30. 


Greenhalch, Bolton. 
Mason & Falkner, 


Unett & 
Sept 2. Cheese, Amer- 


Sept 1s. Robinson & Soa, 


July l. Asst. Reg 


July 24. Comp. 


June 30. Comp. 


Comp. 


July l. Asst. 
Reg 
Reg 


Reg 


July 8 Comp. 
July 1. Asst, 
Comp. 


July 5. Asst. Reg July 30. 
July 7. Comp. 


July 6. 
July 1. Asst. Reg 
July 14, 


July 2. Comp. 
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Scale. Bernard, Ramsgate, Kent, Upholsterer. June 29. Asst. Reg 
July 27. ‘ 

Sherer, Edw, Tottenham-court-rd, Glass & China Dealer. June 29. 
Asst. Reg July 27. 

Smith, John, Bradford, York, Grocer, June 29. Asst. Reg July 29. 

Stephenson, Edw, Kingston-upon-Hull, Corn Merchant. June 21. Asst. 
Reg July 2x. 4 

Strickland, Geo, sen, Buckingham-palace-rd, Pimlico, Lodging-house- 
keeper. June 24. Comp. Reg July 27. _ ‘ 

Tempest. Arthur, Holbeck, Leeds, Chemist. July 15. Asst. Reg 
duly 29. 

Townsend, Jackson, Lpool, Attorney-at-law, July 21. Asst. Reg 
July 28. 

Walker, Sam], Hunningham, Warwick, Esq. June 28. Comp. Reg 
Jniy 26. 

Whitehead, Wm Bell, Plymouth, Devon, Saddler. July 6. Asst. Reg 
July 29. 

Willisms, John, Ashfurd, Kent, Wine & Spirit Merchant. June 29. 
Asst, Reg July 27. 

Wilson, Hy, Strood, Kent, Lime Burner, July2. Comp. Reg July 27. 

Wilson, Nathan, Blackburn, Lancaster, Furniture Broker. June 30, 
Asst. Reg July 30. 

Wood, Alfd, Birkenhead, Chester, Photographer. July 15. Comp. 
Reg July 29. 

Tuespay. Aug. 3, 1869. 

Allen, Chas Edw, Painswick, Gloucester, Gent. July 5. Asst. Reg 
July 3t. 

pe + Sag Sammer Bridge, York, Coal Agent. June 22. Comp. 
Keg Aug 3. 

Bland, Jonn, Bradford, York, Provision Merchant. July 8. Asst. 
Reg July 3!. 

Satterfield. Wm, Beeston-hill, nr Leeds, Grocer. July 7. Asst. Reg 
Aug 2. 

Carlton, Geo Westerdale, Kingston-upon- Hull, Cabinet Maker. June 29. 
Comp. Keg July 31. 

Carter, John, Manor-st, Clapham, Baker. July 14. Comp, Reg 
July 22. 


Casewell, Wm, jan, Cherrington, Salop, Butcher. July 3. Comp, Reg | 


July 31. 

Chamberlain, Alfd, Crawford-st, Marylebone, Wardrobe Dealer. July 
15. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 

Codman, Robt, Walsingham, Norfolk, Plumber. July 9. Asst. Reg 
July 3t. 

Pirie Chas Ashworth, Manch, Printer. July 5. Comp. Reg July 31. 

Crates, Wim Lovell, East Peckham, Kent, Plumber. July 5. Comp. 
keg July 30. 

Curtis, Ed, Gravesend, Kent, Tailor. July 22. Asst. Reg July 31. 

Davenport, John, Manch, Fruiterer. July 21. Comp. Rez Aug 2. 


Denham, Albert, Darlington, Durham, Plumber. July3. Asst. Reg | 


July 30. 
Ellenband, Elias, Manch, Jeweller. July26 Comp. Reg July 29. 


nants t . ly 3 
torship. Reg July 31. 


Grace, Theophilus Fuller, Bristol, Jeweller, July 2. Asst. Reg | 


Aug 3. 


Hacking, Wm, Biackburn, Lancaster, Draper. July 1, Asst. Reg 
; Nash, Wm Jas, Dunstan-st, Kiagsland-rd, Manager, Pet July 25. 


Aug. 

Heiby, Stephen Win, Landport, Hants, Builder. Jnly 8. Asst. Reg 
Aug 2. 

Hewitt, Join Thos, Leeds, Confectioner, July 27. Asst. Reg Aug 2. 

Hulett, Mary, Weliington, Salop, Licensed Victualler. July 9. Comp. 
Reg July 29. 


Janion, Joseph, Birm, Licensed Victualler. July 5, Asst. Reg Aug 2. | 


Lewis, Jas, Birkeuhead, Chester, Clerk. July 27. Comp. Reg July 31. 

Mallett, Chas, Norwich, Tailor. July 20. Asst. Reg Aug 2. 

Mitchell, Andrew, Chapel Farm, Rip'ey, Surrey, Farmer. July 19. 
Comp. Keg Aug 2. 


Mumford, Hy, Rodney Stoke, Somerset, Draper. July 2. Asst. Reg i 


July 30. 
Nixon, John, Lpool, Grocer. July 9. Asst. Reg July 31. 
Oppenheim, Julius, Addle st, Wood-st, Comm Agent. July 15. Comp. 
Reg July 30. 
Parr, John Martin, Seething-lane, Cooper. July 7. Asst. Reg July 31. 
Pearse, Thos Hy, Lpool, Refresument Room Proprietor. July 12. Comp. 
Reg July 30. 


Pinkerton, Geo, Bond-ct, Walbrook, Stationer. July 2. Aast. Reg | 


July 29. 

Root, Wm, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Horse Dealer. July 13. Comp. 

Reg July 30. 

Royle, Jas, Unsworth, Lancaster, Manufacturer. July 29. Asst. Reg 
duly 30. 

Russell, Edw Jas, Russcl!-st, Commercial Docks, Rotherhithe, Tailor. 
July 7. Comp. Reg July 3}. 

Sadler, Thos Mark, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Confectioner. June 29. 
Asst. Reg July 30, 

Smith, Thos Taylor, Kingston-upon-Hull, Comm Agent. June 16. Asst. 
Reg July 31. 

Spratt, Stephen, Kent, Miller. July 15. Aest. Reg Aug 2. 

Stevens, Joseph Hy, Hornchurch, Essex, Baker. July 12, Comp. Reg 
July 30. 

Stott, John, Bradford, York, Contractor. July 5. Asst. Reg July 
31 


Titherington, Thos, sen, Robt Titherington, & Thos Titherington, jun, 
Lpool, Coston Dealers. July 31. Comp. keg Aug 2. 

Urquhart, John, Rochester, Kent, Draper. July 9. Asst. Reg Aug 2. 

Varley, Chas, Lishop Auckland, Durham, Currier. July 21. Comp. 
Reg July 31. 

Vitta, Chas, Stafford, Plumber. July 8. Comp. Reg July 30 

Wright, Jas Whitaker, & Jolin Joseph Wright, Hal'fsx, York, Stationers. 
Jaly 25, Comp. Reg July 31. 

Wiffen, Zara liza, tarze-sd, Bucklersbury, Packer. June 22. In- 
spectorship. Reg July Zt. 

Willan, Wm, Preston, Lancaster, Tailor, Jaly $5. Comp. Reg 
July 31. 

Williams, Thos, Dolwsddeien, Chrnarvon, Shopkeeper. 
Comp, Keg July 3l. 

Williams, Sarah, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancaster, Grocer, July 23, 
Comp. Reg July 31. 


June 24, 








Williams, John, Upool, Hosier. July 26. Comp. Reg July 31, 

Wooldridge, John, Market-st, Poplar, Timber Dealer. July 13. Comp, 
Reg Aug 2. 

Sankrupls 
Faiway, July 30, 1869, 
To Surrender in London. 

Anidjah, Abraham, Stratford-pl, Camden-town, Comm Agent. Pat 
July 27. Augl3atl. Norman, Sackville-st, Piccadilly. 

Barnett, Alfred, Peckham-grove, Camberwell, Mercantile Clerk. Pet 
July 28. Aug 1l7at12. Kent, Cannon-st. 

Bishop, Stephen Wm, Plumstead, Kent, Grocer. Pet July 26. Aug ia 
at 2. Evans & Laing, Juhn-st, bedford-row. 

Brooks, Geo Greaves, High-st, Notting-hill, Dealer in Works of Art, 
Pet July 23, Aug l2 at ll, Cooke, (ireshim-buildings, Basing. 
hall-st. 

Clift, Wm Paul, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 27 (for pan), 
Brougham. Aug 17 at 12, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 

Davis, John Thos, Gosport, Hants, Grocer, Pet July 28. Murray, 
Aug 13 at 2. burt, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Davis, Uy, Week-st, Hackney, Retailer of Beer. Pet July 23. Aag 1] 
atl. Holmes & Holmes, Finsbury-pl. 

Fowler, Chas, Princes Risborough, Buckingham, no occupation, Pe, 
July 28. Aug 17 at l2. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannonest. 

Godtschalk, Thos Hy, Long-yard, Lamb’s Conduit-st, Cab Proprietor, 
Pet July 28. Aug l7at1lz. scatt, South-sq, Gray's-inn. 

Grant, Fredk Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24 (for pan), 
Brougham. Aug l2 atl. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Haude, John Gottlieb, Oxford, Licensed Victualler, Pet July 26. Aug 
12atl. Cooke, Greshaw-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Helby, Jas, Titchvorne, Hauts, Superanunuated Clerk. Pet July 26, 
Aug !3atll. Harrison & Co, Cunnuon-st; Long, Portsea. 

Hughes, Uy Beeman, Landport, Hants, Comm Agent. Pet July 26, 
Aug I3atli., Westall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Jackson, Jas, Prisoner tor Debt, London. Pet July 24 (for pau), 
Brougham. Augl2atl. Watson, Basinghall st. 

James, Hy Vale, Canning-town, Essex, Surgeon. Pet July 28. Aug17 
atll. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury,. 

James, Win ‘Thos, Prisoner for Dabt, London. Pet July 23 (for pau), 
Bronghain, Aug l2at2. biddles, South-sq, Gray's-ian. 

Jenkins, Wm, Arcaway-pi, Upper Hotloway, Builder. Pet Jaly 23, 
Aug !2atll. irice, Serjeaut’s-inu, Fleet st. 

Joyce, Theophilus Larkin, Lansdowne-ciesceut, Notting-hill, ont of 
business. Pet July 23. Murray. Aug i7atl. Lawrence & Co, 
Old Jewry-chambers, 


| Knapping, Christopher Joseph, Anne’s-rd, South Hackney, Gas 


Engineer, Pet July 24. Augi7atll. Deunis, Southampton-bldgs, 
Molborn. 

Kurton, Adolph, Kenton-st, Brunswick-sq, Soap Maker. Pet July 26, 
Aug 13 atli. Marshall, Linculu’s-inn-fields. 


| Mickleburgh, Aifred Wm, Miiton-st, Fulham, out of business. P 
Goodman, Eli, Luton, Bedford, Bonnet Manufacturer. July 6. Inspec- | tah a ’ ’ siness, Pet 


July 28. Aug l7 atli. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 
Miller, Adolphus, Westbourne Hermitage, Sussex, Rope Maker. Pet 
July 27. Aug i3atl2, Denuy, Colenan-st. 
Mower Geo Thus, Mauchester-st, Notting-hill, Builder, Pet July 27, 
Aug l3at l. Kane, Westbourne-pk-crescent, Nottiug-hill. 


Aug i$ at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 
Oxborough, Gev Authoay, Clyde-st, West Broapton, no profession. 
Pet July 22. Aug ll atl2. Smith, Gresham-house, Oid broad-st. 


Reeves, Jas, Goldsmith-row, Hackney-rd, Hat Manutacturer, Pet 


July 27. Aug 13at12, Lewis, Hackney-rd. 
Roberts, Jas Hutchinson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 23, 
Aug 12 av12. Sadler, Moorgate-st. 


Scartf, Tos, sen, Oid Kent-rd, Brewer. Tet July 26. Aug 12 at2, 


Croft, Murk-lane. 
Simmous, Abraham, Eldon-ter, Mands-grove, Brompton, Carriage 
Dealer. Pet July 27. Aug iS ati’. Barnett, New Broad-st. 


| Sochaczewski, Alfred, Woolwich, Kent, no business. Pet July zi. Aug 


13 at ll. Peverley, Gresham bidgs, Businglall-st. ; 


i Stacey, Jas Chas Aloysius, 43 Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fruiterer. Pet July 


26. Aug l2at2. Grundy, Budge-row. 


court & Co, Moorgute-st. 
Thomson Walter Ranger, Kingston, Surrey, Toy Dealer. Pet July 27, 
Aug i3atl. Haigh, juu, King-st, Cheapside. 


| Stone, Altred, eritn, Kent, Baker, Pet July 26. Augl2att. Hare 
j 


| Tomkins, Lewis Hy,& Wm ‘Thos Mantle, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sq, 


Hosiers. Wet Juiy 22. Augllatl2, Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Tracy, Constantine, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 23 (for pau). 
Grougnam, Aug 12 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Vinten, Lucy Ann, Church-st, Greenwich, Tavern Keeper. Pet July 
28. Aug isat2. Hicks, Ooleman-st. 

Wilkins, Danl Spencer, Nelson-sq, Blackfriars-rd, Comm Agent. Pet 
July 2x. Aug l3at 2. Damiel, Rolls-chambers, Chancery-lane. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Appleby, Wm, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Licensed Beer Retailer. 
Pet June lz. Tudor. Birm, Aug 13 atl2. Perks, Burtoa-upon- 
Trent ; Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Barrett, Chas Litlow, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Pet July 
26. Chater. Lowestoft, Aug 3at 12. Archer, Lowestoft. 

Blockley, John, Sheffield, York, Butcher, Pet July 28. Leeds, Aug 18 
ati2. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Bradbury, Saml, Bedworth, Warwick, Miner. Pet July 26. Tudor. 
Birm, Aug 13 at 12. Parry, Birm, 

Bratley, Thos Joseph, Kirkby Overbiow, York, Brick Maker. Pet July 
28. Gill, Kuaresborough, Aug 18 at 10. Richardson, Harrogate. 
Chapman, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet July 23 (for pau), 

liarley. Bristol, Aug 13 at 12, 

Chisnall, Hy Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Butcher. PotJuly 26. Evershed, 
Brighton, Aug ldatdl. Mills, Brighton. 

Clucas, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj July 9, Kay. 
Manch, Aug }0 at 9.30. ‘ 

Collinson, Geo Young, Norwich, Bird Dealer. Adj July 16 (for pau). 
Palmer, Norwich, Aug 11 at U1. 

Cooper, l’eter, Prisoner tor Debt, Morpeth. Adj July 20, Ingledew. 
North shields, Aug 13 at ll. ‘Vinley & Co, North shields. 
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Cowan, Robt, Whiiehaven, Cumberland, Grocer, Pet July 27. Were. 
Whitehaven, Ang 14atl0, Webster, Whitehaven, 

Crowdell, Thos, Leicester, Butcher, Pet July 24. 
ter, Aug 14 at 10. Petty. Leicester. 

Dade, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol, 
Harley. Bristol, Aug 13 at 12, 

Davies, Benj, Lianelly, Cabinet Maker. 
Llanelly, Aug 3 at 12. Rees, Llanelly. 
Davies, Fanny, Birkenhead, Chester, out of business. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Ang 16 at 10. Price, Lpool. 
Dunn, Wallis, Barnard Castile, Durham, Ratlway Goods Porter. Pet 
July 28. Watson. Barnard Castle, Aug 11 at 10. Nixon, Barnard- 


tle. 

<a. Saml, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 24. Wilton. 
Gloucester, Aug 14 at 12. Cuovke, Gloucester, 

Ferriman. Hy, Bristol, Grocer, Pet July 27. 
at 11. Henderson & Salmon, Bristol. 

Goodwin, Chas, Canterbury, Hop Merchant, Pet July 20. Callaway. 
Canterbury, Aug 10 at 10. Minter, Folkestone. 

Green, Percival, Foleshill, Warwick, Weaver. Pet July 22, Kirby. 
Coventry, Aug 13 at 3. Horner, Coventry. 

Green, Jas Prince Weekes, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj July 17. 
Leeds, Aug 16 at ll. ‘ 

Griffiths, John Franks, Lpool, Auctioneer. 
liatil, Etty, Lpool. — 

Haime, Jabez Mullins, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Colliery Agent. Pet July 23. 
Wilde. Bristol, Aug tl atll. Ingledew & Ince, Cardiff ; Press & 
Inskip, Bristol. 

Hammond, Hy, sen, Cleckerdon, Oxford, Gardener. Pet July 24. 
Collins. Reading, Aug 14atll. Smith, Reading. 

Haworth, Edmund, Blackburn, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet July 26. 
Bolton. Blackburn, Aug l6at 1. Clough & Polding, Blackburn. 

Hillman, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Vet July 24 (for pau). Har- 
ley. Bristol, Aug 13 at 12. 

Howcrott, Herman, Middlesbrough, York, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
July 27, Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 1! at 11. Clemmet, Stock - 


Ingram, Leices- 


Pet July 23 (for pau) 


Pet July 22. Morris. 


Pet July 27. 


Wilde. Bristol, Aug 11 


Pet July 27. Lpool, Aug 


ton. 
Hubbard, Ebenezer Thos, Northampton, Travelling Draper. Pet July 
26. Dennis. Northampton, Aug I4at10. White, Northampton. 
Hudson, John Bonnell, Kirkdale, Lancaster, out of business. Pet July 
26, Lpool, Aug ll at ll. Etty, Lpool. 

Hant, Geo, Brington, Huntingdon, Shoemaker. Pet July 27. 
kins. Thrapston, Aug 13 at 10. Richardson & Son, Oundle. 

Jepson, Sam.!, Mansfie!d, out of business. Pet June 21.  Patchitt. 
Mansfield, Oct 5 at 11.30. Cursham, Mansfield. 

Jones, Geo Worrall, Lpool, Wine Merchant. Pet July 26. 
Watli. Jones & Paterson, Lpool, 

Jones, Evan, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Clerk. Pet July 24. 
Merthyr Tydfil, Aug 10 atll. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Kenney, Thos Chas Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Butcher. 
Evershed, Brighton, Aug l4atl!. Mills, Brighton. 

Kettle, Peter, Stamford, Lincoln, Agent. Pet July 27. Tudor. 
Aug 10 at 11. Law, Stamford. 

Lea, Hy, Roath, nr Cardiff, Joarneyman Butcher, Pet July 27. Lang- 
ley. Cardiff, Aug 10 at ll. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Lloyd, Mary, Farley, Salop, Beerselier. Pet July 23. 
li at 12. Walker, Wellington. 

Lioyd, John, Longton, Stafford, Auctioneer. Pet July 26, Tudor. Birm, 
Aug 13 at 12. Ward, Longton. 

Loverock, Geo, Round Oak, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 26. 
Harward. Stourbridge, Aug 13 at 10. Stokes, Dadley. 

Marston, Joseph, Birm, Provision Salesman. Pet July 28. 
Birm, Aug 27 at 10. Free, Birm. 

Martindale, John Sowerby, Birkenhead, Joiner. Pet July 28. 
Birkenhead, Aug 11 at 10. Downham, Birkenhead, 

Maund, Philip, Bristol, out of busines:. Pt July 24. Harley, Bristol. 
Aug 13 at12. Beckingham. 
McCann, Jas, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Provision Manufacturer. Pet 
July 26. Holden. Bolton, Aug l0 at 10. Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 
Meyrick, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj June 16. Fuardell. 
Manch, Aug 10 at 11, 

Nashey, John, Leamington Priors, Warwick, out of business. Pet July 27 
Tibbits. Warwick, Avg 14 at tl. Sanderson, Warwick. 

Otley, Matthias, Ely, Cambridve, Flour Dealer. Pet July 26. 
Ely, Aug 12 at 11. Cross, Ely. 

Pearce, Jolin, Abertillery, Moumouth, Tin Plate Worker. P2t July 23. 
Wilde. Bristol, Aug Hl at il, Fussell & Prichard, Bristol. 

Powell, Thos, Leominster, Hereford, Boot Manufacturer. Pet July 27. 
a Bim, Aug 13 at 12, Bedford, Leominster ; James & Griffin, 

rm 


Haw- 


Lpool, Aug 


tuss ell, 
Birm, 


Madeley, Aug 


Wason. 


Hull, 


Priestly, Wm, Todmorden, Halifax, Boot Maker. Pet July 27. East- 
wood. Todmorden, Aug 16 at 10, Storey, Halifax. 

Rhodes, Wm John, Beighton, Derby, Coal Agent. Pet July 26. Leeds, 
Aug 18 at 12. Bond & Burwick, Leeds. 

Ridsdale, Wm, Blackburn, Lancaster, Joiner, Fardell. 
Manch, Aug 11 at 12, Storer, Manch. 

Rising, Hy Thos, Dorking, Surrey, Tobacconist. 
Dorking, Aug 9at 11. Young, Dorking. 

Roberts, Sam! Chas. Sheffield, Butcher, Pet July 28, Wake. Sheffield, 
Aug '3atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Roberts, Wm John, Lianrwst, Denbigh, Printer. Pet July 28, Lpool, 
Ang \latlz Evans & Lockett, Lpool, for James, Llanrwst. 

Rogers, Kichd, Bromyard, Hereford, Livensed Victualler, Pet July 28. 
Tudor, Birm, Aug 13 ub 12. Radham, Bromyard ; James & Griffin, 


Pet July 28. 


Pet July 24. Hart. 


Birm, 
Salvidge, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Pet July 28, Evershed. 


Brighton, Aug 16 at 11, Kunnacles, Brighton. 
Sanders, Chis, Longton, Stafford, out of business. Pet July 26, Keary, 
Stoke-upon Trent, Aug l4 atit. Ward, Longton. 
Sharwood, John, Ashford, Kent, Licensed Hawker. Pet July 26. 
Dangerfield. Ashford, Aug }4 at il. Norwood, Ashford, 
Smith, Thos, Prisoner tor Debt, Lancaster. Adj July ts, 
Manch, Aug 16 at 12. 
ares, Luciano Linu, Manch, Commercial Traveller, 
Fardell. Manch, Aug 16 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 
Spencer, Wm, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Cider Merchant, Pet July 26, 
Batt. Abergavenny, Aug 10 at l2. Jones, Abergavenny. 


Fardell, 
Pet July 24, 





Pet July 27, ! 


Guest. 





Stephenson, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. Adj July 20. Ingledew. 
North Shields, Aug 13 at il. Leitch & Co, North Shields. 
Sumner, John Chas, Manch, Commercial Buyer. Pet July 28, Hulton. 
Salford, Aug 14 at 9.30. Horner, Manch. 
Trowbridge, Geo, Lpool, Printseller. Pet July 26. 
Forrest, Lpool. 
Turpin, Geo Richd, Walsall, Stafford, Painter, Pet July 26. Walsall, 
Aug i6atlz. Stanley, Walsall. 
Pet July 26. Bradford, 
Adj July 12. 


Lpool, Aug 3 at 12. 


Whitfield, Geo, Idle, York, Solicitor’s Clerk. 
Aug 17 at 9.15. Hill, Bradford. 

Willians, Wm, Tanybwich, Carnarvon, Pig Dealer. 
Owen. Pwellheli, Aug 4at1l. Roberts. 


TugspaY, Aug 3, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Baker, Susannah, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for paw). 
Brougham, Aug 17 at1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Barnes, John Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 29 (for pau). 
Pepys. Aug !8at 1. Watson. Basinghall-st. 

Beardsell, Chas, Adelaide-rd, Hampstead, Woollen Merchant. Pet 
July 28. Aug !7atli. Bilton, Coleman-st. 

Bertin, Fredk, Northampton-rd, Clerkenwell, Working Jeweller. Pet 
July 29. Aug l7 atl. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd 

Briant, Thos, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Baker. Pet July 30. 
18 at 12. Berkeley & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cannon, Edwd Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
at ll. Begbie, Essex-st, Strand. 

Cerexhe, Lambert Jean Victor, York-st, Portman-sq, Professor of the 
French Language. Pet July 29. Augil7 at}. Pittman, Guildhall- 
Chambers. 

Crawcour, Sam] Walter, Alderney-rd, Mile End-rd, Commercial Clerk. 
Pet July 30. Aug 1i8 ati. Maniere, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Eyserbeck, Wm, Gracechurch-st, Broker. Pet July 29. Aug 18 at 12. 
Digby, Clement’s-lane. 

Gaites, David, Whitehall-ter, Tottenham, out of business. Pet July 30. 
Aug ls atl. Willis, Hunter-st. 

Garrard, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. PetJuly 30. Aug 18 at 1. 
Ball, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Gritiths, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 28 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug |7 atl. Biddles, South-sq,Gray’s-inn. 

Guttridge, Robt, Crisp-st, Poplar New Town, Butcher. Pet July 29. 
Aug 18 atili. Steadman, London-wall. 

Hamilton, John, Walworth-rd, Beer Retailer. 
atl2. Bigby, Basinghall-st. 

Herman, Panl Maxwell, & Walter Hughes, Mark-lane, Wine Merchants. 
Pet July 17. Augl7 atil. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 


Aug 


PetJuly 31. Aug 19 


Pet July 29. Aug 18 


,; Jenner, Alfred, Steyning, Sussex, Lime Merchant. _ Pet July 28. Aug 


17 at 12. Smith & Co, Bread st. 
Justice, Philipp Wm, Krighton, Sussex, no occupation. 
Aug i3at 12. Lewis, Aibany, Piccadilly. 

Lawrance, John, Ledbury-mews North, Bayswater, Cab Proprietor. 
Pet July 30. Aug is atl2. Drake, Basinghall-ss. 
Milford, Wm, sen, Fieming-rd, Kennington-rd, Smith. Pet July 29. 

Aug 18 at 11. Biddies, South-sy, Gray’s-inn. 
Malley, Wm, Upper Bemerton-st, Caledonian-rd, General Shop Keeper. 
Pet July 27. Aug 13 atl. Kane, Westbourne-pk-crescent, Padding- 


Pet Jaly 27, 


ton. 

Rogers, Jacob, Southampton, Greengrocer. Pet July 29. Pepys. 
Aug 17 atl. Stocken & Co, Leadenhall-st, for Lomer, Southampton. 

Shew, Jas Fludger, Newman-st, Oxfcrd-st, Photogravher Dealer. Pet 
July 27. Augi3atl. Le Riche, Warwick-ct, Gray’s-inr. 

Shipton, Geo, Regent-st, Lambeth, Couch Smith. Pet July 28. 
13at2. Pittman, Stamford-st. 

Simpsun, Robt, Nottingham-st, Marylebone, Juurneyman Paper 
Hanger. PetJaly 29. Aug lSatil. Wright, Gt Portiand-st. 

Sketchley, Robt, Charterhonse-lane, Smithfield, Meat Salesman. 
July 30. Aug i9atll. Ricketts, Frederick.st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Smith, Jas, Northam’s-bligs, Skinners-st, Eustou-rd, sad er. 
July 28. Aug i7 atll. Vant, Leadenhali-st. 

Smith, John, Prisover for Debt, Londou, Pet July 27 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug i7atl2. Drake, basinghall-st. 

Soilleux, Fredk, Cambridge-ter, Loddiges-rd, Hackney, out of business. 
Pet July 29. Aug IS atl2. Fox & Robinson, Gresham-nouse, Qid 
Broad-st. 

Tassetl, Joun, Upchurch, Kent, Brickmaker. Pet July 30. Aug 18 at 
l. Nickinson & Co, Chancery-lane ; Prall & Co, Rochester. 

Tomlin, John, Bermondsey-wail, Corn Dealer. fet July 27. 
atl2. Towne, Bow-st. 

Willmott, Joseph, Midford-pl, Tottenham-court rd, Saw Mill Pro- 
prietor, Pet July 29. Murray. Aug ls ati, ‘Treherne & Wolfer- 
stan, Aldermanbary. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Anthony, Fredk Geo, Seaforth, nr Lpool, Attorney’s Clerk, 
27. Hime. Lpool, Aug 16 at 3, Wray, Lpvol. 

Asneroft, Richd Dawber, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Fardell. Maoch, Aug 17 at 1}. 

Bell, Thos, Sheffield, Shopkeeper, Pet July 30. 
Aug 19atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Breese, Richd, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer, Pet July 29. Tudor, Birm, 
Aug 13 at 12, James & Griftia, Birm. 

Burrows, Thos, Sutton, Lancaster, Labourer. 
St Heien’s, Aug I4atll. Swift, Sc Helen’s. 

Carr, Wm, Newcustle-upon-Tyne, Joiuer. Vet July 19. Gibson, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Aug 13 atl2. Boustield, Neweastle-upon- Tyne. 

Davison, John, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Wheelwright. Adj July 27. 
Marshall. Leeds, Aug lo atilz. Tempest, Leeds. 

Evans, David, Carmarthen, General Dear. Pet Jely 31. Lleyd. Car- 
marthen, Aug 8 at ll. Bishop, Liandilofawr. 

Evatt, Wm, Ibstock, Leicester, Builder, Pet July 28. Loseby. 
ket Bosworth, Aug 1S at 12, Wilson, Market Bosworth. 

Fox, Chas Jas, Lpool, Barman. Pet July30. Hime. Lpool, Aug 18 
at 3. Gray, Lpool. 

Giles, John, Leeds, out of business. Leeds, 

Pet July 30. Leeds, Aug 16 


Aug 16 at}2. Harle, Leeds. 
Wood & Killick, Bradford ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 


Aug 


Pet 
Pet 


Aug 13 


Pet Jaly 
Adj July 9 
Wake. Sheffield, 


Pet July 30. Ansdell. 


Mar- 
Pet July 19. Marshall. 


Hargreaves, Wm, Leeds, Stock Broker, 
at ll. 
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Harker, Robt, Old Shildon, Durham, Grocer. Pet July 29. 
Bishop Auckland, Ang 16 at 10.) Taornton, Bishop Anekland. 

Hayden, John, Bristol, Boarding-house Keeper. Pet July 31. Harley. 
Bristol, Aug 13.at12. Benson & Elletson, 

Heaps, Alfred Kidson, Leeds, York, Plumber. Pet July 29, Marshall. 
Leeds, Aug 1Gat12. Emsley, Leeds, 

Holt, Benj, Beaconstield, Bucks, Baker. Pet July 13. Holloway. Thame, 
Aug 10 at18, Spicer. Gt Marlow. 

Hunt. Geo, Westleigh, Lancaster, Boot Maker. Pet July 3l. Holden. 
Leigh, Aug 18 atl. Hnul! & Rutter, Boiton. 

James, Chas Edwin, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Pet July 29. 
Blake. Newport, Aug 14 at 12.30. Joyce, Newport. 


John, Eliz, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Pet July 29. Wilde. Bristol, 


Aug !3atll. Morgan, Cardiff: Beckingham, Bristol. 

Jones, Thos, Lpool. Pet July 3¥. Lpool, Aug i3at 11. Lace & Co, 
Lpoo!l. 

Jump, Mary, Southport, Lancaster. Adj July 16. Welsby. Ormskirk, 
Aug 15 at 16, 

Myatt, Robt, Longdon, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Jaly 29. Hill. Birm, 
Aug 13 at 12. Crabb, Rugeley; James & Griffin, Birm. 

Metcalfe, Thos, Everton, Lancaster, Cowkeeper. Pet July 29. Lpool, 
Aug l4atll. Kitson, Lpool. 

Nixon, Mathew, Egham, Surrey, Carter. Pet July 30. Gregory. 
Chertsey, Aug 17 at ll. Spiller, Egham. 

Page, Hewitt, St Helen’s, Laneas Provision Daaler. Pet July 29 
Lpool, Aug 13 at12. Evans & Lockett, Lpool, for Barrow, 5t Heien’s. 

Slater, Hy, Upper Wortley, nr Leeds, Plumber. Pet July 22. Marshall. 
Leeds, Aug 16 at 12. Harie, Leeds, 

Smallwood, Wm, Lpcol, Manager of a Public-house. Pet July 28. 
Hime. Lpool, Aug i7 at 3. Thornley, Lpool. 

Taylor, Peter, Manch, Book-keeper. Pet July 30. Kay. Manch, Sept 8 
at 9.30. Gould, Manch. 

Tunna, Thos Egerton, Stockport, Chester, Grocer, Pet July 20. Far- 
dell, Mauch. Aug 16at11l. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Tyler, John, Blaketield, Worcester, out of business. Pet July 31. 
Crisp. Worcester, Ang 19 atil. Martin, Pershore. 

Wait, David, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 30. Wak. Shef- 
field, Aug 19 atl. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Walker, Hy, jun, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Pet July 27. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Oct 6 at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 

Whitaker, Jas, Bristol, Labourer. Pet July 28. Harley. Bristol, Aug 
13 at12. Beckingham. 

Wilce, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. 
Newnham. Ang 16 at 10. 

Wilks, Edwad, Prisouer for Debt, York. Adj July i7. Marshall. Leeds, 
Aug l6at 12. 

Yates, John, Oldbury, Worcester, Grocer. Pet July 31. Tudor. Birm, 
Aug 20 at 12. Collis, Birm. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frauway, July 30. 
Hawkins, Hy, Eastington, nr Stonehouse, Gloucester, out of business. 
uly 26. 

Lewis, David, Manch, Woollen Merchant. April 16. 

Robinson, Wm Clark, Titchmarsh, Northampton, Grocer. July 8. 

Beake, Jus. Bristol, Beer Retailer. July 15. 


Adj Juiy 17, Burrup. 


Turspay, Aug. 3, 1868. 
Arthur, Walter, Kennington-rd, Surgeon. July 30. 
Couper, Ramsey Hamiltcn, Lan aley,. Buckingham, no business. July 5. 





RESHAM LIF E- ASSU RANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 





Prorosan ror Loax on Morrcaces, 


roduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., wheth 
annual or other voyments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
inus , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Ottice in connection with the security. 

by order of the Board, 

F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


or for a term certain, or by 


REGISTRATION CASES Fok 1368-69. 
Now ready, price 7s : 
MNHE COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING, at the 
desire of several members of the profession and others, have re- 
published from the LAW REPORTS the REGISTRATION CASES jor 
1868-69 in a separate form. To be had at the 
Publishing Of tice, Sl, Cavey-ctroct, W.C. 
XHAMBE RS, Residential (superior). —A Gentle- 
man having alarger house than he requires, in a leading square 
of the W.C. ‘t, Wishes to let the First Floor unfurnished, with 
attendance. y to Messrs. GreENwoop, Southampton-row, Rus- 
sell-square, 


C A R R’S, 265, S T R AN D 

“Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the agreeable 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, at 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle for a 
shilling. »—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 410. 

The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetable :, &c., Is, 6d. 








In Chancery.—‘* Hutton vy. Robson.” 
DURSUANT to a Decree of the High Court of 
Chancery, made in a cause of “ Hutton against Robson,” with 
the approbation of the JIndze to whose court the matter is attac! led, by 
Messrs. C. C. & T. MOORE, at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhonse- 
yard, in the City of Lundon, on the 12th di f AUGUST, 1859, at 
ONE for I'WO o’elock in the afsernoon, in’ Eight Lots, certain well. 
secnred LEASEILOLD IMPROVED GROUND RENTS, amounting te 
£268 53. per annum, arising out of fifty-one alwelling howses (some 
with shops) situate on the Mercers’ Conpany’s Estate, and being in 
Colet-place, Sutron-street, Dean-street, and Blakesley-street, Sr, 
George’s-in-the-East; in  Jubilee-street, Clark-street, and Stracey- 
street, Mile-end; No. 4, Suffolkestreet, Lonion Hospital Estate; and 
Nos. |, 2, and 3, Hattield-place, Blackfriars-road. Held for terms of 
from 27 to 37 years now unexpired, and undericased for nearly whole 
term. The rack rentals are estimated to produce abous £1,300 a year, 
Particulars are preparing, and may shortly be obtained of 
Messrs. LOWLESS & NELSON, Solicitors, 34, Graceclinrch-straet, 
EC; 
at the Mi art; and of Messrs, C. C. & T. MOORE, Auctioneers’ Offices, 
144, Mile- end-rvad, E. 


St. John’s-wood, Kentish Town, Bethnal-greea, Bow, Mile-end, Stepnay, 


Shadwell, St. George’s East, and Buckharst-aill.—By order of Exzcu- 
tors and others. 
M ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 
4 AUCTION, atthe MART, on THURSD vk AUGUST 12, at 
ONE tor TWO, a LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, No ». 74, Belsize-road, St. 
John'’s-wood, inadequately let at £48 per hse term 76 years; 
ground rent £7 103. A Leasehvld House, "No 10, Junction-street, 
Kentish Town, let at £30; term 38! years; ground rent £5. Three 
Leasehold Houses, 7, 8, an19 Charles street, Morpeth-street, let at 
£52; term 77 years; grouadrent £9 ‘Twenty-one Dweiling Houses, 
1 to 19, all adjoining, on the west side of, and Nos. 27 and 28, on the 
east side of, Georze-street, Morpeth-street, Bethnal-green, let at £442 
a year; term about 80 years; ground rent £3 each. A Freehold 
Dwelling House, 23, Merchant-street, Bow-road, let at £24 per annum, 
Two Freehold Dwe Ming Houses, 4 and 814, Greenfield-street, Commar. 
cial-road, let at £30 and £20 respectively, and Two i"reghold Dwalling 
Houses, Nos. 45 and 46, Globe-road, Mile-end; rentals £20 and £24 
perannum. Two well-built Leasehold Dwelling Houses, 40 and 49, st. 
Ann’s-road, let at £44 4s. per annum, vendor paying rates; term 83 
years; ground rent £3 14s, 6d. each house. Two Freehold D.velling 
Houses, Nos. 9 and 10, Garden-street, Stepney-green, let at £36 8s. 
per annum, vendor paying rates. Three Houses and Shops, High-street, 
Shadwell, Eleven Dwelling Mouses, and a Boat-builder’s Premises, 
situate Pope's-hill, Shadweil, producing £235 a year. Two Ground 
Rents of £20 and £10, secured upon buildings in Leading-street and 
Midd@ie Shadwell. A Leasehold House, 3, Wellingtoa-place, Cable. 
Street, St. George’s East, and a Dwelliug Mouse, 45, Richard-street, 
Commercial-road, Twelve Freehold Houses (one a corner Boer 
house), | to 6, Alfred-road, Buckiurst-mill, and t to6in rear, let at 
£142 4s. 
Particulars of the following Solicitors :— 
Mes=rs. — m5, HOOKER, & BUTTANSHAW, 27, Budge-row; 
Messrs. BACON & POWIS, 42, Poultry, E.c. 
Messrs. L OWL og $3 & NEL SON, 34, Gre cechurch-street, E.C.; 
JAMES BURN, Esq., JG, Gresham-street, E.C.; 
JOSEP R is, Esq , 7, Murrival’s-inn, W.C 
JOHN P ENDE ny tAS1', Esq., 37, Colet-place, Commercial-road, E; 
A.'T. HEWITT, — , 32, Nicholas-lane, E.C 
J. W. MARSH, Esq., 18, Billiter-street, E.C., and at 130, High- 
_ Street, Poplar, 
Ree a Esq., 1 
Mies - W. RAICL 
B.C. 
MP id LOXLEY & MORLEY, 80, Cheapside, E C.3 
F. R. SMITH, Esq., 70, King liame-street, E.C. 3 
at the inns near the various properties ; at the Mart ; and at the Auc- 
tioneers’ Otlices, 144, Mile-end-road, 12 


rinces-street, taltields, N.E.; 
F & SQN, 3, St. Michael’ sealley, Cornhill, 


4 
¥F 


i 


VLE “SSRS. DE BEN HAM, TEWS IN & FARMER'S 
4 AUGUST Lisl of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, House property, and investments gene= 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their olfices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the September 
List must be received by the 2sth August at latest. 


ESTWARD HO! New Watering Place. 





WESTWARD ILO! Bideford Bay. 
WESTWARD HO! Fine Sands, miles in extent. 
WESTWARD HO! Fine Sea Bathing Pools. 
WESTWARD HO! Zig-zag Walks on Hill Sides. 
VESTWARD HO! Maynificent Sunsets. 
STWARD HO! Mysterious Pebble Ridge. 
WwW ESTW ARD HO! Fine Scenery. VPieasant Drives. 
WESTWARD HO! Fine Spring Water 
WESTWARD HO! Furnished Apartments. 
VESTWARD HO! Furnished House, Terrace Promenade. 
Further particulars as to Houses, Shops, Detached, 
Semi detached Residences. 
WESTWARD HO! E. J. Willmott. TO BE LET or SOLD, Furnished 
or Unfurnished. 
WESTWARD HO! Rock Walks by the Sea. 
WESTWARD HO! Cool Atlantic Breezes. 


YAUNTON AND BRIDGEWATER BUILDING 

SOCIETY.—Offices, 10, Hammet-street, ‘l'aunton.--The Directors 

of this Society are prepared to Advance £20, 000 upon Freehold, Lease- 

hold, or Copyhoid Houses or Lands, repayable in 5, 7, 10, 12, 14 years. 

Cost of Mortgage deeds paid by Society. No Management Fees. 
Agents required,—Apply to Mr. W. C. Baannay, Manager, Taunton. 








